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Current Topics. 


The Selden Society. 

Lorp Parker has succeeded Lord Hatpane as President of 
the Selden Society, and it may be anticipated that his tenure 
of office will be marked by continued activity in the useful 
and interesting work of the society. In the abundant output 
of the current reports it might be thought that there is no 
room for bringing to life the relics of the past. This, how- 
ever, is a superficial view. There will doubtless have to be a 
weeding-out soon, or we shall be crushed under the weight of 
authorities; but the lawyer of the future will nevertheless 
want to trace his principles into the early ages of the law, and 
the work of the Selden’ Sotiety will enable this to be done, 
while much of merely transitory value is rejected. 


The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 

We print elsewhere a report of the lecture delivered by 
Master Wuire last Tuesday evening to the Solicitors’ Manag- 
ing Clerks’ Association. The association are to be congratu- 
lated upon having secured two such useful and interesting 
lectures—-this and the lecture by Master T. WiLLEs Curry, 
which we reported a month ago. Apart from its summary of 
Chancery practice in general, the present lecture contains many 
useful hints, such as a Master is able to give out of the experi- 
ence which comes from his official work, and which may be 
regarded for ordinary purposes as authoritative. 


The ‘* Executor as Such.” 

InctpENTALLY Lord Wrensury, the chairman at Master 
Wuirte’s lecture, reminded his audience that the question of 
the meaning of the phrase ‘‘ executor as such ’’ in regard to the 
incidence of estate duty on appointed funds—on which there 
was such a division of opinion—is now under consideration in 
the House of Lords. This is in O’Grady v. Wilmot (in the 
Court of Appeal, 59 Soticrtors’ JournaL, 332; 1915, 1 Ch. 
613), in which judgment has been reserved. In the Chancery 
Division four judges, including Lord Wrensury, as BUCKLEY, 
J., were on one side, and four, including Lord Parker, on the 
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other. Then the matter was settled for the time by the Court 
of Appeal in Re Hadley (53 Soxicrtors’ JOURNAL, 46; 1909, 
1 Ch. 20), which reversed Parker, J. It appears that in the 
House of Lords Lord Wrensury and Lord Parker would, in 
the ordinary course, have taken part in the hearing of O’Grady 
v. Wilmot, but by arrangement both retired. 

The Grotius Society and a United Europe, 

WE sHOULD like to call attention, though at present we can 
do so only very briefly, to the first publication of the Grotius 
Society, which was founded last year. The volume contains 
an Introduction by Professor Goupy, of Oxford, and papers 
read before the Society dealing with Problems of the War, 
and these, an editorial note claims, ‘‘ are considered in a spirit 
detached from a narrow national standpoint, and in accordance 
with those principles of International Law which rest on the 
general consent of civilized nations.’’ This, at the present 
time, may sound idealistic rather than practical, but Inter- 
national Law is going to stand the strain of current events, 
and associations like the Grotius Society aim at realizing the 
object of a united Europe, which the Times so powerfully advo 
cated last week—not, we should say, in its ordinary columns ; 
that might be too much to expect ; but in the Literary Supple- 
ment (‘‘ The Idol of Nationality,’’ 16th inst.). Current pre- 
judices—commercial, at least—are in favour of a divided 
Europe to follow the peace which must come soon by victory 
or exhaustion. The Grotius Society will serve a good purpose 
if it assists to a better result, the result which the Times puts 
in the following words: 

‘* Now, therefore, is the time to return to the medieval dream 


of a Christian and sovereign Europe, a Europe not of potentates but 
waging no war against each other under the pretences 





of peoples, 
of peace.”’ 


Risks Incidental to Employment. 


THE EXTREME fineness of the boundary line between accidents 
which arise out of a workman’s employment and those which 
merely arise ‘‘ in the course of it’’ is once more illustrated by 
the case of Chapman v. Owners of Ship John W. Pearn 
(Times, 16th inst.). A skipper went on business of the ship 
from the Victoria Docks to the shipowners’ offices in the City, 
and on his return fell on a piece of orange-peel, with injurious 
results. The county court judge found that, owing to the 
character of streets abutting on the docks, the risk of slipping 
on orange peel is greater than in other parts of the metropolis, 
and that therefore the risk was a special risk incidental to the 
employment ; hence he awarded statutory compensation. But 
this decision, although expressed as a finding of fact and there- 
fore at first sight unappealable, the Court of Appeal have over- 
ruled. They held that an incorrect inference from the facts 
had been drawn by the judge, and that no such special risk 
can properly be inferred. In other words the decision in 
Craske v. Wigan (53 Soticrtrors’ Journat 560; 1909, 2 K. B. 
635), where a maidservant stung by a cockchafer while sewing 
for her mistress beside an open window was held disentitled to 
compensation, was applied to the facts of the present case. 


The Home Office Circular to Justices as to 
Defaulting Conscripts. 

Tue Home Office has issued to Justices of the Peace a circular 
offering advice and guidance as to the trial of persons accused 
of evading military service. Two classes of cases, it is pointed 
out, will come before them. The first is that of statutory con- 
scripts who have not claimed to be excepted or exempted from 
the operation of the Military Service Act, 1916; these. since 
under section 1 of the statute they are deemed to have been 
enlisted and transferred to the reserve, will be arrested by the 
military authorities themselves as absentees without leave and 
brought before a court of summary jurisdiction under section 
15 (2) (b) of the Reserve Forces Act, 1882. If found guilty, 
they are liable to a penalty of from £2 to £25, and in default 
of payment to imprisonment, and are handed over to military 


By section 15 (1)(a) of the same Act such persons can betried by 
court-martial in the first instance instead of appearing before 
a magisterial court; but this would prevent them from taking 
an objection to their legal liability to service, which, under the 
Military Service Act, must be determined by a civil court; 
and so the summary procedure is to be adopted. The second 
class of cases is that of persons claiming that they are not 
within the Act on the ground of age, married or clerical 
status, nationality, previous service, or previous rejection. 
In such cases, where the recruiting authorities dispute the 
claim, the police will take out a summons against the alleged 
defaulter, and the validity of his claim will be decided by the 
bench. The magistrates are expressly requested by the 
circular to remember that persons claiming exemption should 
be heard and treated with consideration. This, we should 
have imagined, is the right of every accused person. But the 
treatment of applicants for exemption from military service by 
the average local tribunal has, no doubt, suggested to the Home 
Office the necessity of guarding against the possible assumption 
by some justices that excepted or exempted persons are out- 


side the pale. 


Conscripts and the Death Sentence. 


But THE procedure for delivering up a defaulter to the 
military authorities does not seem to carry out the understand- 
ing on which the Act was passed. The result, if he still refuses 
to serve, will probably be to render him liable to the death 
sentence, and this appears to be contrary to section 1 (2) (c) of 
the Military Service Act, which enacts: ‘‘A man who is 
deemed to have been enlisted and transferred to the reserve 
under this section shall not be liable to suffer death in respect 
of failure to obey an order calling him up from the reserve for 
permanent service.’’ In terms, this applies only to failure in 
initial compliance with the order ; but its fair meaning is that 
in no event shall refusal to participate in military operations 
entail liability to death. As to the death sentence being in- 
flicted at all under martial law much might be said, and we 
gather from an answer given by Mr. Tennant in the House 
of Commons this week, that the actual facts as to the infliction 
of the sentence will not bear telling. In time of war death 's 
common, and public feeling inevitably grows callous. We do 
not intend to use the term in a harsh sense. But, especially 
when military service has become compulsory, it is essential 
that there should be no appearance of concealing the real 
conditions of service. Having regard to the action of the local 
tribunals, there are probably many conscientious objectors who 
will be called on to undertake combatant service. It has been 
stated in the House of Commons that many men of this class in 
Germany were shot at the beginning of the war. Nothing of 
that kihd can be allowed to happen here, and Mr. Lone said 
as much in the House of Commons on Wednesday ; but some- 
thing more than a statement in Parliament is required to 
control the traditions of military authorities. With regard to 
conscientious objection generally, we may call attention to Sir 
Lewis Dispin’s explanation of the matter at the Surrey 
Appeal Tribunal, which we print elsewhere. 


The Increase of Rent, &c., Act and Occupying 
Mortgagors. 

A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, raises 4 
further question as to the effect of the above Act in a casé 
where a small dwelling-house is included in the same mortgage 
as other property (see ante, pp. 320, 335), but so that the rate- 
able value of the dwelling-house is more than one-tenth of the 
value of the whole property. The remainder of the property 
comprises business premises, and both house and business 
premises are occupied by the mortgagor, the house communi- 
cating with the business premises. The dwelling-house 
appears, however, to be in fact occupied separately as such, 
and the rateable value could be apportioned under section 
2 (3). Hence the case seems to be within the Act, assuming 
that the Act extends to occupying owners. It is very probable 
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who occupy the mortgaged premises, and our correspondent, 
Mr. HENDERSON, makes this assumption. But is this clear on 
the words of the Act? Under section 2 (4) the Act applies to 
mortgages comprising dwelling-houses to which it applies, but 
under section 2 (2) it seems to apply only to houses which are 
let, and where the rent or rateable value is under the pre- 
scribed limits. And the original idea of extending the Act to 
mortgage interest seems to have been to prevent landlords from 
having mortgage interest raised against them, when they could 
not raise rent against their tenants. It is quite possible that 
the Act is more general than this view suggests, but the matter 
does not seem clear. We may add that the phrase ‘‘ such 
house or part of a house’’ in the latter part of section 2 (2) 
appears to refer back to the beginning of the clause, and 
implies that there is a letting. 


Scottish Law as to Publication of Libel. 

TE Law of libel in Scotland differs in several points from 
that prevailing in England, and a good example of this differ- 
ence is afforded by the recent case of Smith v. Rosenbloom, 
heard before Lord Hunter in the Outer House of the Court 
of Session. The action was for damages for slander contained 
in a letter addressed to the plaintiff, residing in Scotland, by 
the defendant, an English woman usually resident in Liver- 
pool, but at the date of the letter residing in Scotland. The 
plaintiff maintained that the defendant was subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Session by reason of an attach- 
ment of money due to the defendant for the purpose of estab- 
lishing jurisdiction in Scotland. It is unnecessary to say that 
this form of procedure is not used in the English courts, but 
a further difficulty would arise in those courts as to the publi- 
cation of the libel. A libel written in a letter or other paper 
which has not been delivered or shewn to any third person is, 
in England, not actionable. But in Scotland the law is 
different. A letter containing libellous expressions against 
anyone and delivered to him, although it may not have been 
shewn to any third party, is actionable. Although, however, 
the difficulty as to publication did not exist, the learned Judge 
was of opinion that a civil court in Scotland had not jurisdic- 
tion over a foreigner in an action arising out of a tort, unless 
the summons had been served upon the defendant personally 
when he or she was in Scotland. In the absence of proof of 
such service, the Court had no jurisdiction over the defendant. 
With regard to this decision it would seem that, if a similar 
case had arisen in England, the High Court of Justice would 
have had jurisdiction, and leave for service abroad would have 
been granted. 


The English Judges in 1838. 


THE MEMBERS of the Committee appointed in 1913 to inquire 
into delays in the King’s Bench Division were reminded that 
the Divisional Courts sit at 10.30, and, after an interval of 
half an hour, from half past 1 to 2, rise at 4 o’clock. They 
were further informed that the courts as a rule sit at 11 o’clock 
on Mondays, and that there is a half holiday and ‘‘ some slack- 
ness’’ on Saturdays. It may be interesting to compare these 
hours of attendance with those which prevailed in the earlier 
part of the last century. Mr. Cuartes Sumner, the eminent 
American lawyer and statesman, in a letter front London in 
1838 to Mr. Justice Story, says: ‘‘ Most of the English judges 
go to the court in the morning on horseback, with a groom on 
another horse behind, and they are notorious as being very 
poor riders. In the winter the courts open at ten o’clock, and 
they continue sitting until between four and five—often till 
seven. Between one and two they leave the bench and retire 
to their room, where they eat a sandwich and drink a glass of 
wine from a phial. This takes four or five minutes only. The 
judges have not separate seats, but all sit on one long red- 
cushioned seat, which may with propriety be called the bench 
in contradistinction to the chair which is the seat of a pro- 
fessor.’’ The letter does not give us the time when the judges 
in Banc ‘took their seats during the summer months, but 
many persons still living can remember when they sat at 


nisi prius and on circuit as early as nine o'clock. English 
judges would hardly at the present day care to take an early 
ride through London streets and among motor-cars. We are 
willing to believe that they attend punctually at the appointed 
hours, but the change in the judicial habits and procedure is 
remarkable. Some people, no doubt, will connect it with a 
growing distaste for early rising, which, if it really exists, 
must seriously interfere with the dispatch of business. But 
this applies only to the unfortunate part of the community 
who live in London. The wiser portion, who live and spend 
their leisure outside the twelve mile radius, will probably 
agree that the change from town to country life is accompanied 
by earlier rising. 


Conviction of Murder where Body of Deceased 
has not been Found. 

At a recent trial in South Africa of two persons charged 
with murder, the evidence for the prosecution consisted of that 
given by accomplices and, in respect of one of the accused, of a 
confession also. The Court, having regard to the recommenda- 
tion of Chief Justice Hate never to convict any person of 
murder unless the fact were proved to be done, or at least the 
body found dead, held that there was not proper evidence upon 
which to convict either of the accused. The advice of the great 
Chief Justice is sometimes inaccurately stated to amount to a 
rule that there can be no conviction for murder where the body 
of the person alleged to be murdered has disappeared and 
cannot be found. But the advice is inapplicable where very 
strong circumstantial evidence of death can be given, as in the 
case of murders charged to have been committed at sea. And 
it may well be that the caution is properly applicable only in 
cases where it is sought to presume death from the disappear- 
ance of a person believed to be deceased. 








Death Duties and Sales by 


Executors. 


WueEwn freehold land is sold by executors under the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, it is, we believe, generally assumed that 
the estate duty payable on the land in respect of the death of 
the testator is a charge thereon, and the purchaser must, for 
his own protection, satisfy himself that the duty has been 
paid. For this purpose he usually calls for a certificate of dis- 
charge under section 11 of the Finance Act, 1894 ; occasionally 
he may be satisfied with an undertaking that the estate duty 
will be paid; but this is mot much use on a resale unless it is 
followed by production of the certificate when the duty is paid, 
and entry of a note of it on the abstract. Undertakings 
should, we imagine, be limited to cases where it is doubtful 
whether duty is in fact payable, and they then only become 
operative if a claim is successfully made by the Inland Revenue 
Commissioners. Of this nature is the increment value duty 
which became payable on the occasion of the death of the 
testator in the case just mentioned. Practically it seems to 
be covered by the I.V.D. payable by the executors on the 
occasion of the sale. But theoretically it is a distinct duty, 
and it might be assessed and charged as such. 

In a case, however, which recently occurred in practice the 
executors’ solicitors contended that neither E.D. nor I.V.D. 
was payable, and they referred to the note in Key & 
Elphinstone, 10th ed., Vol. II., p. 161, which, after pointing 
out that the rights and duties of the personal repre- 
sentatives of a deceased as to the payment of estate 
duty in respect of his freehold property do not appear 
to be affected by the Land Transfer Act, 1897, con- 
tinues:-——‘‘ As, however, they have a statutory power 
of sale conferred on them by section 2 of the Act, it is 
apprehended that at any time before they have assented to a 
devise or conveyed the property to the beneficiaries, they can 
sell the property free from duty, and in such case will become 
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accountable for estate duty in respect of the surplus proceeds 
of sale after payment of debts.’’ A reference is given to Mr. 
Avusten-CarTMELL’s Finance Acts, 5th ed., p. 143, but this 
does not seem to touch the point. The note has been in each 
edition of Key & Elphinstone since the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, in practically the same form. 

We have been under the impression that the matter was 
really concluded by the volte face of the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners some years ago. Originally they took the view 
that, on a sale under a trust for sale or by an executor under 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897, the claim for duty shifted from 
the land to the proceeds of sale, and the purchaser was not 
concerned with it. Then—in 1899—they turned round and 
claimed that estate duty differed in this respect from 
succession duty on property subject to a trust for sale, and 
remained a charge on the land. The matter was frequently 
referred to in our columns at the time (43 Soxicirors’ 
JourNnAL, pp. 765, 785, 812, 822; 44 ibid, pp. 52, 57), and 
the letter from the Estate Duty Office printed at 44 
Soticitors’ Journa., p. 58, seems to treat sales by trustees 
under a trust for sale and sales by executors as being on the 
same footing. Opinions in accordance with this later view of 
the Inland Revenue Authorities are expressed in the last edition 
of ‘‘ Prideaux ’’ (21st, p. 70), where—while the matter does not 
seem to be regarded as clear—it is stated to be the practice 
to require a certificate of discharge where freeholds are sold by 
personal representatives under Part I. of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, and in Mr. T, Cyprian Wiuuiams’ ‘‘ Vendor and 
Purchaser ’’ (2nd ed., p. 1315). There is, of course, the dis- 
tinction between a sale under a trust for sale and a sale by 
executors that, in the latter case, the debts have to be deducted 
before arriving at the net value of the estate chargeable, and, 
as pointed out in the note to Key & Elphinstone quoted 
above, the executors are only accountable in respect of the net 
value ; but this does not seem to override the express words of 
charge contained in section 9 of the Finance Act, 1896, and it 
only affects the amount of the duty leviable. Whatever it is, 
it seems to be a charge on the land, and a certificate of dis- 
charge is required. 

The question of I.V.D. is similar. ‘this is payable on the 
occasion of death under section 1 (b) of the Finance Act, 1910, 
and under section 5 it is to be assessed and collected as 
though it were estate duty. Consequently, in the case of real 
estate it is a charge on the land just as estate duty is; and even 
ir the case of leasehold estate it is thrown specifically on the 
leaseholds by section 5, herein differing from estate 
duty (see Re Culverhouse, 1896, 2 Ch. 251). Where executors 
sell soon after the death, there would in practice be no distinc- 
tion between I.V.D., whether assessed on the death or on the 
sale, save so far as the different methods of assessment—on 
the death, on the basis of valuation, and on the sale, on the 
basis of the purchase money—give different results. Still, the 
liability to pay I.V.D. on the death exists, and we apprehend 
creates a charge on the land. But where, if ever, I.V.D. is 
actually assessed as at the sale—passing over the occasion of 
death—it is difficult to see how a claim in respect of the death 
could subsequently be made. 

In the case referred to above the difficulty on both points 
were got over by the vendors giving an undertaking to pay 
the E.D. and I.V.D. 








In the House of Lords, on Wednesday, Lord Newton, in answer to 
an inquiry by Lord Lamington, said that a number of civilians were 
interned in this country who ought not to be interned, nt it was 
probable that a number were free who ought to be interned. The intern- 
ments which took ony were due in a measure to popular pressure. The 
principles upon which release from internment was granted had been 
stated by the Prime Minister. The Advisory Committee—a judicial 
body—which was set up last year, had done valuable work in consider 
ing cases which might be exempted from internment, and certain cases 
in which persons had been interned before the Committee was estab- 
lished. Ottoman subjects had been treated with exceptional leniency. 
The object of the Government was to release as many people as could 
be dealt with safely in that way, because by that means they secured 
the release of British prisoners from Germany. 





Reviews. 


Books of the Week. 


Mews’ Digest.—The Digest of English Case Law, containing 
the Reported Decisions of the Superior Courts, and a Selection from 
those of the Scottish and Irish Courts, Reported during the Years 
1911 to 1915. Under the General Editorship of JoHN Mews, 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). £2 10s. 

Criminal Law.—Archboid on Ind‘ctments ; with Precedents 
&c., compiled from Archbold’s Pleading, Evidenee, and Practice in 
Criminal Cases. By Henry DeLacomBE Roomg, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 10s. 6d. 


Conveyancing.—Butterworths’ Loose Leaf Collection of 
Forms and Notes. Under the General Editcrship of ArTuur 
Unperuitt, M.A., LL.D., assisted by J. H. RepMan, Barrister-at- 
Law. Part I. Butterworth & Co. 6s. net. 


Economics.—British Income and Property: The Application 
of Official Statistics to Economic Problems. By J.C. Stamp, 
B.Sc. (Econ.). P.S. King & Son (Limited). 12s. 6d. net. 

Criminal Law.—The Indictments Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, 
c. 90). Edited by Herman Conn, Barrister-at-Law. With an 
Introduction by Sir Henry B. Potanp, K.C., sometime Recorder of 
Dover, and an Outlineof the History of Indictments. Stevens & 
Haynes. 2s. 6d. net. 

Case and Comment.—The ae Magazine, March, 1916. The 
Lawyer Co-operative Publishing Co., Rochester, N.Y. 15 cents. 

Canada Law Jourmal, February, 1916. Canada Law Book Co. 
(Limited), Toronto. 








Correspondence. 


Increase of Rent, &c., Act, 1915. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—By section 2 (2) of the Act, the Act applies to a house 
» oy a the rateable value of which does not exceed in the case 
of a house in England outside London, £26. ‘ 

By section 2 (4) the Act, subject to certain other provisions, 
applies to every mortgage where the mortgaged property consists 
of, or comprises, one or more dwelling-houses to which the Act 
applies . . . “except that it shall not apply (a) to any mort- 
gage comprising one or more dwelling-houses to which the Act 
applies and other land if the rateable value of such dwelling- 
houses is less than one-tenth of the rateable value of the whole 
of the land comprised in the mortgage.”’ 

A mortgage is held comprising a block of business premises and 
a dwelling-house combined. The rateable value of the whole of 
the mortgaged property is £75 net. 

There is no land, other than that on which the pg me stand. 

The portion of the mortgaged premises used as a dwelling-house 
inter-communicates with part of the business premises, and is 
occupied, along with such business premises, by the mortgagor. 

There is one assessment only over the whole block. 

The owner himself estimates the rateable value of the part of 
the premises used as a dwelling-house at £16. 

Is the mortgagor entitled to the benefit of the Act? 

If he is entitled to the benefit of the Act, then it would seem 
that the intention of the legislature is, to a large extent, defeated. 
A similar example might arise in the case of an hotel, where 
the rateable value of the whole is (say) £250, if the portion 
occupied by the owner himself is of an estimated rateable value of 
£25 10s. P. M. HenpDERSON. 

Berwick-upon-Tweed, March 13. 

[See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Ep. S.J. ] 





Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest Act. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—In your issue of the llth inst. you suggested that 
this Act does not apply to a mortgage of ground rents secured 
on houses to which the Act applies. By section 2 (4) the Act is to 
“apply to every mortgage where the property consists of or com- 
prises one or more dwelling-houses to which this Act applies or 
any interest therein.” 

Is not the freehold interest or reversion—popularly called the 
ground rent—an interest in the dwelling-house? Indeed, may 1t 
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not be more, as the freehold reversion is the house itself subject 
— to a long lease? _ 
our further views will oblige. 

14, South-square, Gray’s-inn, March 18. 

[The remarks in our issue of the 11th inst. (ante p.334) should 
be read in connection with the letter at p. 305. The point seems 
to be met by section 2 (6). We may add that Mr. Long expressly 
stated in the House of Commons that the measure was not in- 


Arrutr C. Downpine. 


tended to apply to ground rents.—Ep. 8.J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


“THE BROADMAYNE.” OWNERS, MASTER AND CREW OF THE 
STEAM TUG “REYENGER” v. OWNERS OF THE STEAMSHIP 
“BROADMAYNE,” HER CARGO AND FREIGHT. No. 2 
10th February. 


SurppInc—SaLvaGe—ASsISTANCE RENDERED TO ‘‘ RequisiT1oNeD’”’ SHIP 
—ACTION IN REM COMMENCED BY OWNERS, MASTER AND CREW or TUG 
—MorTIon By CROWN THAT ALL PROCEEDINGS AGAINST SALVED VESSEL 
Be StayeD so Lone as SHe REMAINED IN SERVICE OF CROWN—CostTs. 


On a motion, set down by the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, 
asking that the writ and all subsequent proceedings in a salvage action 
should be set aside so long as the salved ship remained in the service 
of the Crown, on the ground that, the action being an action in rem, 
there was a risk of the vessel being seized in the event of judgment 
being given for the plaintiffs, and so delayed in the carrying out of her 
public duties as a requisitioned ship, 

Held, allowing the motion, that a requisitioned ship was in the same 
position as a man-of-war and immune from liability to seizure. 

Decision of Bargrave Deane, J. (reported Times, 15th January, 1916), 
reversed, 

Appeal by the Crown against a judgment of Bargrave Deane, J., dis- 
missing a motion by the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, ask- 
ing that the writ and all subsequent proceedings in a salvage action, 
brought by the owners, master and crew of the steam tug Revenger 
against the steamship Broadmayne, should be set aside so long ag the 
salved ship remained in the service of the Crown. The facts were 
that The Broadmayne, an oil-tank steamer, was engaged by the Govern- 
ment on 3rd September, 1914. While carrying a cargo of oil she stranded 
on 5th February, 1915, near Harwich, and the King’s Harbour Master 
telegraphed to the owners of the steam tug Revenger to assist her to 
get afloat. In respect of the services so rendered the owners, master 
and crew of the tug claimed salvage remuneration from the owners of 
The Broadmayne. The writ was issued and further proceedings taken, 
but before trial this motion was set down, and, as stated above, 
Bargrave Deane, J., decided against the Admiralty and dismissed the 
motion, with costs. The Crown appealed, and the owners of the steam 
tug alone appeared as respondents to the appeal. Originally the 
plaintiffs claimed not only against the ship, but her cargo, but in 
respect of the latter the claim was abandoned, it being admittedly the 
property of the Crown. The appeal having been fully argued, 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., said that, under a Proclamation made on 3rd 
August, 1914, special powers were given that, in the event of national 
emergency arising, the Admiralty were to take immediate steps to requi- 
sition any merchant vessels, the rights of the owners of which were 
to be favourably reviewed, and their claims for compensation tried 
before certain commissioners. There was no doubt that the declaration 
of war with Germany on the following day was a national emergency 
within the meaning of the Proclamation, and therefore the Admiralty 
were fully empowered to requisition The Broadmayne on 3rd Septem- 
ber, 1914. From that date she was on Government work. His lordship 
referred to the stranding and the salvage operations. No charter or 
agreement as to the services of 7'he Broadmayne was entered into or 
made with the Admiralty, and the plaintiffs contended that her owner- 
ship had not changed. The intervention of the Crown arose from the 
fact that an action for salvage services was an action in rem. By some 
mistake the learned Judge treated the date of her requisition as 3rd 
September, 1915, that was, at a date subsequent to the stranding on 
5th February, 1915, and the mistake in date led him no doubt to come 
to a decision that was clearly wrong. A requisitioned ship became, for 
the time being, the property of the Crown, with all the rights as to 
immunity from seizure, &c., that attached to a man-of-war. Then there 
was the question of costs. The usual rule was that the Crown neither 
paid nor received costs. By the mistake as to the date of requisition 
the learned Judge below treated the vessel as not being a ‘“‘ requi- 
sitioned ’’ ship, though laden with Government cargo, and he thought 
that the Admiralty Suits Act applied, and awarded costs against the 
Crown. The conclusion his lordship came to was that the appeal must 
be allowed and all proceedings stayed, and that there should be no 
order as to costs. The order, he added, only referred to this particular 
case, as he thought that each case should be decided on its merits. 

Pickrorp and Bankes, L.JJ., agreed. Accordingly the order on the 
motion was made on the form as asked by the Crown.—Counstt, for 





——————— 


| the Crown, The Attorney-General (Sir F. E. Smith, K.C.), Aspinall, 


K.C., and Balloch; for the respondents, Bateson, K.C., and Dunlop. 
Soricitors, The Treasury Solicitor ; Thomas Cooper & Co. 
(Reported by Ersxinzg Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


LEWIS v. HUGHES AND ANOTHER. No. z. 13th March. 


LICENSING—LANDLORD AND TENANT—RENT IN ARREAR—ACTION FOR 
Possesstion—Ricur or TENANT TO Depuct From Rent CLAIMED Pro- 
PORTION OF INCREASE OF Licence Duty—IntTerpPReTATION Act, 1889 
(52 & 53 Vicr. c. 63), s. 38—Finance Act, 1912 (2 & 3 Guo. 5, Oy 8), 
s. 2—Frnance (No. 2) Acr, 1915 (5 & 6 Gxo. 5, c. 89), s. 18. 

The rent of certain licensed premises being in arrear, the landlord 
commenced an action under Order 14 to recover possession and money 
due. The lessee admitted the arrears of rent, but said that he was 
entitled, under section 2 of the Finance Act, 1912, to deduct from the 
rent the proportion payable by the landlord of the excess licence duty 
he had paid, which amounted to more than the rent due. 

Held, that the defendant had a right to have the proportion of the 
increase in duty payable by the landlord determined before the land- 
lord was entitled to proceed with his action. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of Coleridge, J., at chambers, 
dismissing an application to remove a stay directed by a master, of pro- 
ceedings commenced to recover possession of certain freehold premises 
in accordance with a covenant in the lease granting re-entry for non- 
payment of rent. The plaintiff, the Rev. Daniel Lewis, was owner of 
glebe lands at Merthyr. By an indenture of lease, dated 1st March, 
1906, the plaintifi, as rector of Merthyr, had, with the consent and 
approbation of the patron and the bishop, demised a portion of the 
glebe, with the Castle Hotel erected thereon, to the defendant, Robert 
Hughes, for a term of ninety-nine years, from 1st January, 1906, at 
a yearly rent of £350, and by an indenture of even date the plaintiff 
demised a further portion of the glebe lands, with the Vulcan Hotel 
erected thereon, to Hughes, for the same term, at a yearly rental of 
£200. The rent being in arrear in respect of both these hotels, the 
plaintiff, on 11th March, 1915, issued a writ, claiming possession 
of the said hereditaments and premises, which had become liable to 
forfeiture for non-payment of rent, and the second defendant, Mrs. 
Kate Richards, was sued as tenant-in-possession of the Castle Hotel, 
under a lease granted her by the first defendant, Hughes. The writ 
was endorsed as a claim for two quarters’ rent, amounting to 
£252 lls. 8d. The defendant Hughes filed an affidavit in defence, in 
which he said that, pursuant to section 2 of the Finance Act, 1912, he 
was entitled to deduct from the rent due from him to the plaintiff the 
proportion of the increase of licence duty imposed by the earlier Act 
upon the licensed premises, which was chargeable to the plaintiff as 
lessor, and that the deduction so made was greatly in excess of the 
arrears of rent claimed. The defendant Mrs. Roberts put in no 
defence. The master, on 11th June, 1915, made an order staying all 
further proceedings pending the assessment of the amount recoverable 
under the Finance Act, 1912. The defendant Hughes, on 22nd 
June, 1915, commenced an action against the present plaintiff in the 
Merthyr County Court, claiming, to have declared the proportions of 
increased licensed duties payable in respect of the premises respectively 
being let as licensed pursuant to section 2 of the Finance Act, 1912, the 
parties having failed to agree as to amount, At the hearing the 
county court judge rejected the evidence tendered on behalf of the 
Rev. Daniel Lewis (the then defendant), and he appealed on 17th 
September, and the appeal came before the Divisional Court on 26th 
November, 1915. A new triat was ordered, and the determination of 
the county court judge was set aside. Pending the rehearing of the 
matter, the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, was passed (23rd December, 
1915), which, by section 18, provides : ‘‘ Section 2 of the Finance Act, 
1912 (which relates to the distribution of payments on account of liquor 
licence duties in certain cases), shall cease to have effect, and is hereby 
repealed without prejudice to the validity’ of any payments made in 
pursuance of that section before the passing of this Act.’’ And by 
section 38 (a) of the Interpretation Act, 1889, it is provided that 
““Where ... any Act passed after the commencement of this Act 
repeals any other enactment, then, unless the contrary intention 
appears, the repeal shall not . . . (c) affect any right . . . acquired... 
under any enactment so repealed.’’ On 25th February, 1916, the 
plaintiff applied to have the stay removed, but the master made no 
order, and on 2nd March, 1916. Coleridge, J., dismissed the plaintiff's 
appeal, but gave leave to appeal. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., in giving judgment, said the point of the 
plaintiff's appeal was whether section 18 of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 
1915, repealed section 2 of the Finance (1912) Act, the Act which 
dealt. with the distribution of payments on account of licence duties in 
cases of lessor and lessee. The question the Court was asked to decide 
was whether the repeal absolutely extinguished all claims by the lessee 
under the former Act, or only applied as from the date of the passing 
of the later Act. If the plaintiff’s contention was right the stay 
should be removed. In his lordship’s opinion, the effect of section 18 
of the Act of 1915 was not to take away the right already vested in 
the defendant under section 2 of the Act of 1912, to have the propor- 
tion of the licence duty determined. No contrary intention to that 
appeared from section 18 of the Act of 1915, and Hughes still had the 
right to continue Ahe county court proceedings, and ascertain the 
amount of deduction to which he was entitled. The appeal would be 
dismissed, with costs. 
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Pickrorp and Bankes, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, for the appel- 
lant, A. F. Wootten; for the respondents, Barrington Ward and Pit- 
man. Sorrcrrons, Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, for Lewis Jones & Co., 


Merthyr Tydfil; Pritchard, Englefield, & Co., for W. B. Francis & 
Cooke, Cardiff. 
{Reported by Ensxtne Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Ke WELCH. MITCHELL +. WILLDERS. Sargant, J. 17th February. 


ADMINISTRATION—INSUFFICIENT PERSONALTY TO Pay Desrs—PAYMENT 
By Execurrarx Ovr or Her Own Moneys—Ricut To se Recourep 
Our or Reat Estare—Reat Proprerty Liwiration Act, 1874 (37 & 38 
Vict. c. 57), ss. 8 ann 10 


Where a widow, who was tenant for life of the real estate of her 
husband and also his executor, in or about 1885 paid some of his debts 
out of the her own money, because his pe rsonalty was not sufficient to 
pay them, but took no step by administration proceedings to get herself 
recouped out of the testator’s realty jor thirty years, 

Heid, that euch a was within the mischief of section 8 of 
the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, and the executor of the widow 
could not now recover. 

The decision in Burrell v. Earl of Egremont (1843, 7 Beav. 205) 
uw not applicable to such a case as this 

Held, further, that, with regard to the portion of realty bequeathed 
by the testator on trust for prmment of debts, the creditors would now 
be barred by section 10 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, and 
the widow had no greater right than that of being subrogated to the 
creditors, and accordingly her claim was barred. 


A testator who died in 1885 had appointed his wife and two other 
persons his executors, and had given his residuary personal estate 
to them on trust for sale, and, after payment of his debts and funeral 
and testamentary expenses, to invest the proceeds and pay the income 
to his wife for life, with a gift over. He then devised his real estate 
unto and to the use of his wife for life, and after her death to the two 
other persons named as executors, their heirs and assigns, upon trust 
for sale, and to hold the proceeds, together with the proceeds of the 
residuary personalty after the wife’s death, on certain trusts for 
collaterals. By his first codicil the testator removed one of the executors 
and trustees, named Welch, from the executorship and trusteeship 
during his widow's lifetime, and by the second codicil he revoked the 
devise of a certain portion of his real estate, called Stainton’s Close, to 
his wife, and devised it instead to his wife and the other trustee, 
Howard, upon trust for sale, and to hold the proceeds upon the trusts 
of his residuary personalty—i.e., for payment of his debts. Howard 
renounced and disclaimed, and the widow became the sole executrix 
and trustee. The personalty was insufficient tu pay the testator’s debts, 
and his widow paid them out of her own moneys to the extent of £975. 
She sold part of the land as tenant for life under the Settled Land 
Acts, but the proceeds were all swallowed up in paying off mortgages, 
and she took no steps to obtain the £975 out of the realty. After her 
death all the realty, including Stainton’s Close, was sold, and the trus- 
tees took out this summons to know whether the estate of the widow was 
entitled to be recouped the £975 out of the proceeds of sale of the 
realty, or, alternatively, out of the proceeds of sale of Stainton’s Close. 
It was contended that the claim of the widow’s estate was barred either 
under section 8 or under section 10 of the Real Property Limitation 
Act, 1874 : 

Saroant, J., after stating the facts, said : The questions of law in- 
volved in this case turn on sections 8 and 10 of the Real Property 
Limitation Act, 1874. The first point raised on behalf of the widow’s 
executor, as regards section 8, is that there was no present right in the 
widow, as executrix, to receive the amount claimed, and that the se 
tion must be read as meaning that there must be someone at once liable 
to pay, and someone else ready to receive the amount payable. The 
second point is that the widow was both the hand to pay and the hand 
to receive, I doubt whether the right to receive was in the widow as 
executrix, or whether, if she had that right, she could have any greater 
right than that of being subrogated to the rights of the creditors whom 
she had paid off; but if the right of the executrix is to be regarded 
then, looking at section 8, hers was the present hand to receive and to 
give a discharge. In that case she could have brought an action for 
administration of the real estate, and, by proper proceedings, could 
have reeovered what was due to her. She was the tenant for life of the 
real estate, and chose to remain in possession instead of taking adminis- 
tration proceedings. She was the hand to receive, and the hands to 
pay were all the persons entitled to the real estate, in which she herself 
had a limited interest. The case of Burrell v. Karl of Egremont 
(ubi supra) has been referred to. There the tenant for life had paid 
off a charge on the inheritance, and the Court presumed that he had 
discharged his duty by keeping down the interest on the charge. 
Almost every element of that case is absent here. In the case of Re 
Moon (1907, 1 Ch. 304) Warrington, J., laid down that the Administra- 
tion of Estates Act, 1833, which made the real estate of a deceased 
person’s assets liable for the payment of his debts, whether on simple 
contract or specialty, gave no lien or charge on the real estate until 
judgment had been obtained, and the executrix here had no lien or 
charge, but only the right, by taking proper proceedings, to obtain 
payment out of the real estate. This case is well within the mischief 
contemplated by section 8 of the Act. The widow, being entitled to 


cause 





payment out of the real estate, and tenant for life of that estate, 
abstained for thirty years from taking proceedings, and now her execu- 
tor claims to have the money repaid. The claim is bad. Now, with 
regard to Stainton’s Close, devised on trust for payment of debts. If 
the original creditors had refrained from taking proceedings for thirty 
years, they would have been barred by section 10. There can be no 
difference in the case of the widow, who was the very trustee who did 
not sell and pay the debts. Standing in the position of an assignee of 
the debts, she is in no better position than that of the original credt- 
tors, and the claim of her estate is therefore barred by sections 8 and 
10 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874.—CounseL, Clayton, 
K.C., and J. Norman Daynes; Fairfax Luxmoore; Owen Thompson; 
Maugham, K.C., and G. R. Northcote. Soricrrors, Oldham, Corn- 
wall, 4: Wood Roberts, for Willders & Son, Holbeach; Neave, Morton, 
& Co., for Page & Porter, Lincoln. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


Re SMITH. SMITH v. SMITH. Sargant, J. 


Witt—ConstrucTion—ForreiturE CLAUsE—GENERAL CLAUSE APPLIC- 
ABLE TO Born VESTED AND CONTINGENT GirTs —REPUGNANCY. 
The forfeiture clause set out below was held to apply to every gift 

under the will and not only to the contingent gifts. The clause w 

repugnant and void so far as it applies to absolute gifts. 

Re Jones (26 L. T. N. S. 211) followed. 

Where one beneficiary had become bankrupt and another 
executed a mortgage during the lifetime of the tenant for life, 

Held, that the trustee in bankruptcy of the bankrupt beneficiary took 
his share, and the mortgagor beneficiary took her share free from the 
forfeiture clause, but subject to the mortgage. In deciding whether 

such a forfeiture clause is bad, regard must be had to whether, as a 

whole, the clause is an attempt to cut down and prevent what was to 

have been obtained under the qifts. 


14th February. 


had 


This was a summons to determine whether a bankruptcy in the case 
of one beneficiary and the execution of a mortgage in the case of 
another, both events happening in the lifetime of the tenant for life, 
brought into operation the forfeiture clause in respect of the contingent 
gifts to such two beneficiaries under the will or either of them. The 
facts were as follows :—S. T. Smith gave the lease of his business to his 
son R. M. Smith, and a legacy to his wife, and appointed executors, 
and directed them to sell the stock-in-trade of his business and to hold 
the net proceeds of sale as part of his residuary estate. He gave to 
his sons R. M. Smith and H. M. Smith the goodwill of his business 
in unequal shares. He also directed certain books, engravings, Xc., 
at one of his private houses to be sold, and the proceeds to form part 
of his residuary estate, and he gave one-fourth of his book debts to 
his son R. M. Smith, and directed that the remaining three-fourths 
should form part of his residuary estate. He then gave certain legacies 
to R. M. Smith and others, and directed that his wife should, within a 
reasonable time, select one of his two private houses to reside in, and 
gave her the use and occupation thereof with the furniture, &c. (not 
directed to be sold), during her life rent free, and directed his executors 
to sell the house not chosen; and also, after the death of his wife, the 
house chosen, and hold the proceeds of sale as part of his residuary 
estate. He then gave to his trustees the residue of his real and 
personal property and estate upon trust to pay the income thereof to 
his wife for her life or widowhood, and upon her death or remarriage 
he gave his said residuary estate unto and equally between such of his 
children as should then be living. Then followed this proviso :— 
‘* Provided always that if by reason or virtue of bankruptcy or any 
other act é6r deed of any beneficiary under this my will or by operation 
of law any share, interest, legacy, income or any other benefit given by 
this my will, or any part thereof, if his or her own absolute property 
in the absence of this proviso to the contrary, would become vested in 
or payable to or for the benefit of any assignees or assignee, creditors 
or creditor of such beneficiary, then as to the whole or such part or 
parts of the said share, interest, legacy, income or other benefit as 
shall or but for this proviso would be so vested in or payable to any 
assignees or assignee, creditors or creditor of the said beneficiary, the 
trusts or trust hereinbefore declared in favour of such beneficiary shall 
thenceforth cease and determine and my said trustees or trustee shall 
thenceforth as respects all or so much of the said share, interest, legacy, 
income or other benefit as to which there shall have been such cesser or 
determination as aforesaid hold the same in trust to pay and 
apply such share, interest, legacy, income or other benefit or any part 
thereof to or for the use, maintenance or benefit of such beneficiary or 
his or her family in such manner and at such times or periods as my 
said trustees shall in their absolute and uncontrolled discretion think 
best having regard to all the circumstances of the case.’” The widow 
of the testator survived him ten years, dying in 1914. R. M. Smith 
during the widow’s lifetime was adjudicated a bankrupt, and his 


| bankruptcy was still continuing, E. 8. Gray being his trustee in 
| bankruptcy. F. E. 


M. Newman, a daughter of the testator, during 
her mother’s lifetime assigned to H. M. Smith all the share and interest 
to which she was then, or might thereafter become, entitled in the 
residuary estate of the testator. Counsel for a person descended from 
one of the persons whose share was said to be forfeited argued that 
as the acts alleged to cause forfeiture took place while the interests 
were contingent, the forfeiture clause took effect, and cited Kearsley 
v. Woodcock (3 Ha. 185), Re Pryse (25 Beavan, 556), Re Porter, 
Coulson v. Capper (67 L. T. R. 823; 1892, 3 Ch. 481), and Churchill v. 
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Marks (1 Col. 441). Counsel for the trustee in bankruptcy said the 
forfeiture clause applied generally to all the gifts under the will, which 
contained no gift over, and it was absolutely repugnant and void, and 

cited Re Jones (supra), Re Wolstenholme (43 L. T. 752), and Powell | 
vy. Boggis (35 Beavan, 535). | 

SarGanT, J., after stating the facts, said : The forfeiture ciause in 
this case applies to every gift under the will and not only to contingent | 
gifts. It is true that it might have been so framed as to apply only to | 
contingent gifts, but it is not so framed, and the cases referred to by 
Mr. Pattisson are not, in my opinion, in point. The clause is clearly | 
repugnant and void so far as it applies to absolute gifts, and if | 
authority is required for this proposition it is to be found in the case | 
of Re Jones (supra). I cannot accept the argument that regard must | 
be paid to what has actually occurred. In considering whether the 
clause is repugnant, the Court must consider whether as a whole the 
clause is an attempt to cut down and prevent what was to be obtained | 
under the gifts. Accordingly, I hold that the trustee in bankruptcy | 
takes Reginald Smith’s share and Mrs. Newman takes her share free 
from the clause, but subject to the mortgage created by her.—CounseL, 
A. St. John Clerke; R. M. Pattisson; W. R. Sheldon; George Hender 
son. Soxicrrors, Cole d& Jackson; Tarry, Sherlock, & King. 
(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-st-Law.] 


Re JAMES PITKIN & CO, (LIM.). Eve, J, 3rd March. 


ComMPANY—RECTIFICATION OF ReG1steER—IssvuE OF SHARES AT A Discount | 
—ComMmon Mistake—ASSENT BY Conpuct—ULtTra Vires—ComPaNies 
ConsoLipatTion) Act, 1908 JE. 7, c. 69), s. 32. 


A director lent £100 to his company, in consideration of his being 
allcwed to take up two hundred £1 shares of the company at 10s. each. 
Lhe director believed that the travsaction was in order, and authorized 
the company to enter his name on the register in respect of the shares. 

Held, that the transaction was a contract to issue shares at a discount 
and was therefore ulegal, and that the director, having assented ta the 
allotment, was liable to pay the full nominal amount of the shares in 
cash. 

This was a motion by the applicant to rectify the register by having 
his name removed therefrom. In June, 1914, the company, in which 
the applicant already held shares, and of which he was a director, was 
in want of money, and at a board meeting, held on 10th June, 1914, 
the applicant was asked to find a sum of £100 for the purposes of the 
company, and it was suggested that in consideration of his so doing he 
should be allowed to take up two hundred £1 shares at 10s. each. To 
this he acceded, having first inquired of the secretary whether such 
arrangement w6uld be in order, and received an answer in the 
affirmative. ‘Che shares were allotted to him at a subsequent board 
meeting, held on 24th June, of which he was chairman, and he signed 
the certificate, and the shares were registered in his name. 

Evr, J.—The first question is, what is the nature of the contract? 
It cannot be doubted that it was a contract to issue shares at a dis 
count, and therefore one which the company could not legally enter 
into, and which, so long as it remained executory, neither the applicant 
nor the company could have enforced. Further. on the authorities, I 
ean, I think, assume in favour of the applicant that, had the company 
entered his name on the register in respect of the shares without any 
conduct on his part which, either in substance or by inference, 
amounted to an assent to be treated as a membe> of the company in 
respect of the shares, he would have been entitled, on discovering that 
the company had so done, and had thereby given him that for which 
he had not bargained, to repudiate the transaction, and to be relieved 
from liability by rectification of the register. I make this assumption 
with some caution, because 1 do not find in any of the authorities a 
clear decision to that effect, and as Fry, L.J., said, in Re Almada and 
Tirito Co. (38 C. D. 425), there may be a question whether a contract 
entered into under a common mistake of law is capable of being 
rescinded. But I need not enlarge on this, because there is 
nothing to justify such an assumption in cases where the shareholder 
has assented to become:a member. In the case of Re Almada and 
Tirito Co. (ubi sup.) the Court held that the applicant had done nothing 
in the way of assenting, and that the company had no authority for 
putting his name on the register, and accordingly he was entitled to 
have it removed. In Re Railway Time Tables Co. (42 Ch. D. 98) there 
was clear evidence that the applicant had not obtained that which she 
had contracted for, and it was conceded that the company could not 
have compelled her to take up the shares for which she was on the 
register, but after being registered she adopted a cours of conduct from 
which the Court felt bound to infer an assent on her part to being 
registered in respect of the shares actually allotted to her, and refused 
to give relief. I think the position in which the applicant found her 
self in that case is the one in which the applicant here finds himself 
to-day, excepting only that in his case it is not necessary to rely on any 
conduct on the part of the applicant subsequent to 24th June, 1914. 





On that day he was a party to the allottment, and in the most 
unequivocal manner authorized the company to enter his name on the | 
register in respect of the shares. The mere fact that from June; 1914. | 
to December, 1915, he continued in ignorance of the legal effect of the | 
transaction cannot avail him. From the transaction to which he | 
assented on 24th June certain legal consequences followed, not by 
reason of the agreement between him and the company, but in spite 
of that agreement, and the legal consequences were that he came under 
a statutory obligation to pay the full nominal amount of the shares in 





cash. It is no answer to that obligation to set up a contract which the 


company was incapable of making, and which was intended to reduce 
the statutory obligation under which the applicant came. 1 sympathize 
with him in the mistake he has made; but it is beyond my power to 
give him the relief he claims, and I must refuse the motion with costs, 
—CounseL, A. C. Nesbitt; Courthope Wilson. Soticrrors, Anning & 
Co.; James, Mellor, & Coleman, for N. Battersby, Southport. 


[Reported by 8. E. Witt1ams, Barrister-at-Law,]) 





King’s Bench Division. 


HART v. HUNGERFORD. A. T. Lawrence, J. 17th and 2ist Jan. 


Money-LENDER—ReEGISsTRATION—“‘Own oR Usvat Trape Name ’’— 

INITIALS SuFFICIENT—Money-Lenpers Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 51), 

s. 2 (1) 

In order to comply with section 2, sub-section 1 (a) of the Money- 
Lenders Act, 1900, it as not necessary for a money-lender to register 
his Christian name in full; the use of initials ts a sufficient and proper 
registration. 

Further consideration of an action tried by A. T. Lawrence, J., 
with a jury. The plaintiff sued the defendant for £1,500 money lent. 
The plaintiff was at the date of the transactions in question a widow 
named Mary Wallace. She carried on the business of a money-lender, 
and was registered and traded as M. Wallace. The plaintiff had regis 
tered ‘‘ M. Wallace’’ as her ‘‘ own or usual trade name,’’ and ‘*‘ Mary 
Wallace’ as her ‘ actual’’ name. She had used the name “ M. 
Wallace ’’ in the transactions with the defendant. Section 2, sub- 
section 1, of the Money-Lenders Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 51), pro 
vides : ‘‘ A money-lender as defined by this Act (a) shall register him- 
self as a money-lender in accordance with regulations under this Act, at 
an office provided for the purpose by the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue, under his own or usual trade name, and in no other name 
= a" and (6) shall carry on the money-lending business in his 
registered name, and in no other name, and under no other descrip 
tion. . . .’’ It was contended for the defendant that this registra 
tion was not a compliance with the provisions of the Act. The plain- 
tiff’s ‘‘own’’ name was ‘‘ Mary,’’ and it was not sufficient to register 
the initial only ; consequently she was not entitled to receive the amount 
claimed. For the plaintiff it was contended that the Act was only in- 
tended to prohibit a money-lender from carrying on his business under 
any other name than that under which he was registered. There was 
nothing in the Act to compel the money-lender to register his Christian 


names in full. Here the plaintiff was trading under the name in which ” 


she was registered. Whiteman v. Sadler (1910, A. C. 514) was referred 
to. Cur. adv. cult. 

January 21.—A. T. Lawrence, J., in giving judgment for the plain 
tiff, said : The defendant's counsel argued that, in order to make this 
registration good, the plaintiff must use all of her names, and that if 
she had three or four names before her surname she must register and 
use them all. In other words, he required the word ‘‘own”’ in section 
2, sub-section 1 (@), to be read as though it were “‘ full.’’ In his opinion 
there was no ground for the contention. The provision as to registra- 
tion was intended to provide for identification, and to prevent mystifi- 
cation; both of these purposes were completely and properly served 
by this registration. Many persons were better known by their initials 
than by their full Christian names. There was no ground for saying 
that ‘‘ M. Wallace ’’ was not the plaintiff's own name. M. was as much 
her own as Mary. The Act must be read so as to give full effect to 
its language, and so as to do the work for which it was intended ; but 
its language should not be forced so as to enable a borrower to perpe 
trate a fraud.—Counsex, for the plaintiff, J. B. Matthews, K.C., and 
PR. P. Croom-Johnson; for the defendant, Lewis Thomas, K.C., and 
H. Simmons. Soxicrrors, J. J. Edwards & ('o.; Crawley & Co. 

(Reported by L. Hl. BARNES, Barrister-at-Law.) 








New Orders, &c 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
The London Gazette of 17th March contains the following : 


1. An Order in Council, dated 16th March, making alterations in the 
list of persons in neutral countries with whom trading is prohibited. 
The original list is contained in the Proclamation of 29th February, 
and is known as the ‘‘ Statutory List’ (ante,’ pp. 324, 325). The 
present Order adds the names of persons and firms in the Argentine 
Republic (3), Morocco (1), Netherlands (1), Persia (57), Portuguese East 
Africa (4), and Sweden (1); and removes from the list—Netherlands 
(1), Sweden (1). 

2. An Order in Council, dated 16th March, further amending the 
Proclamation of 28th July, 1915, prohibiting the exportation from the 
United Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinations. 

3. A Foregn Office Notice, dated 13th March (printed below), as to 
the revised Russian lists of absolute and conditional contraband. 

4. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 15th March (printed below), as to 
an extension of the Italian Decrees relative to enemy merchant vessels 

5. An Appointment, dated 15th March, of an Appeal Tribunal] under 
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the Military Service Act, 1915, for the County of Leicester, including 
the County Borough of Leicester (nineteen members). 

6. A notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
seven more wound up. This brings the number up 
to fifty-one. 

7. An Admiralty 
of the year 1916. being a re 
amendments to section (1), 
Coast, and Orkney Islands 

8. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 13th March (No. 272 of 
the year 1916, being a repetition of Notice No. 228 of 1916, with amend- 
to Section 1., paragraph 5 (d) ), relating to (1) English Channel 
und North Sea; (2) Rivers Thames and Medway 

Che London Gazette of 21st March contains the following : 

9. A Proclamation, dated 21st March (printed below), under section 
42 of the Cust lidation Act, 1876, prohibiting the importation 
into the United Kingdom of certain goods. 

10. An Order in Council, dated 2lst March (printed below), amend 
ing the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914 

11. An Order in Council, dated 21st March (printed below), apply 
ing the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations to the 
Scotland, North-Western Area 

12. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 2lst March, making additions or 
orrections to the vhom articles to be exported to 


businesses to be 


Notice to Mariners, dated 11th March (No. 267 
petition ot Notice No. 1273 of 1915, with 
paragraph 8), relating to Scotland, East 


ments 


ms Cons 


lists of persons to 
China and Siam may be consigned 

13. An Appointment, dated 2lst March 
printed below), of the Central Tribunal 
Act, 1916 

14. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
eleven more businesses to be wound up, including the Continental Tyre 
and Rubber Co. (Great Britain) (Limited). This brings the total up to 
sixty-two 

15. A General Order 
dated 20th March 
now in force. 

16. An Order of the Minister of 
(printed below), extending the meaning of 

17. An Army Council Order, dated 21st 
to the prohibition of Russian flax 


substance of which is 
the Military 


(the 


under Service 


f the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) 
printed below), amending the various local Orders 


dated 18th 
war material.’’ 
March (printed below), as 


March 


Munitions, 


The Revised Russian Contraband Lists. 
Foreiqn Office, 
March 13, 1916 
Foreign Affairs has received from His 
Petrograd the following memorandum, pre 
pared by the Commercial Attaché to His Majesty's Embassy, in con 
tinuation of the memorandum which appeared in the London Gazette 
of June 25th, 1915 
The ‘‘ Official Messenger’ of 
an Imperial Ukase « 


The Se 


Majesty s 


retary of State for 
Ambassador at 


Petrograd, of to-day’s date, publishes 
f January 24th-February 6th, replacing the contra- 
band lists given in the Imperial Decree of August 10th-23rd, 1915, and 
reported in Sir G. Buchanan’s despatch, No. 152 Commercial, of August 
29th, 1915, by new revised lists of absolute and conditional contraband. 
The new Russian revised list of absolute contraband (Items Nos. 1-42) 
3 identical with the list (Schedule I., Items 1-42), given in the King’s 
Proclamation of October 14th, 1915, with the following slight 
differences : 

In Item 8: At end, between the 
cyanamide, the Russian list includes carhamide 

In Item 28: The English list has: ‘‘ Mineral oils, including 
benzine and motor spirit."’ The Russian list has : ‘‘ Mineral oils, 
including benzine and other liquid fuel for internal combustion.”’ 

In Item 32: After the word Lubricants, the Russian text adds 
‘including castor oil.”’ 

In Item 42 : The following words in the English text, 
of four miles to one inch or any larger are thus converted 
in the Russian : ‘‘on a scale of more than gx_4yq5-” 

The new Russian conditional list, Items Nos. 1-14 
with the list (Schedule II, Items 1-14) given in the 
clamation of October 14th, 1915. 


Russian equivalents for urea and 


**on a scale 


scale "’ 


is identical 
King’s Pro 


Italian Decrees Relative to Enemy Merchant 


7 
Vessels, 
Foreign Office, 
March 15, 1916. 

According to a notification received from His Majesty’s Ambassador 
at Rome the Italian Government have by a Decree dated February 10th, 
1916. amended Artice 1 of the Decree (No. 1014) of June 24th, 1915, 
which provides (Article 2) for the confiscation of enemy merchant 
vessels by way of reprisal for certain hostile acts. A translation of the 
latter Decree was published in Parliamentary Paper Miscellaneous No. 

18 (1915). 
The text of Article 1 as thus amended is as follows (translation) :— 
Article 1. If the enemy causes damage to the lives or goods of 
Italian subjects or citizens by bombarding undefended towns, ports, 
villages, houses, or other buildings, by destroying merchantmen 





unarmed *or armed for defence in accordance with the provisions 
of Article 109 of the Mercantile Marine Code, or by committing 
any hostile acts which are contrary to the principles of the rights 
of war generally recognized and admitted, the Government of the 
King are authorized to order the appropriation of the sum required 
to indemnify Italian subjects or citizens, or their representatives, 
who have suffered damage from the enemy, from the fund which 
has been established by the Caisse of Deposits for seamen in the 
maritime department of Genoa in accordance with the terms of 
Article 6 of our Decree of the 17th June, 1915, No. 957. 

*The words in italics are added by the Decree of February 10th, 191( 


A Proclamation 


IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN 
Unrrep Kinepom. 


For PROHIBITING THE ARTICLES INTO THE 

[ Recitals. ] 

Now, therefore, &c., 

As from and after the Twenty-seventh day of March, 1916, subj: 
as hereinafter provided, the importation into the United Kingdon 
the following goods is hereby prohibited, viz. :— 

Motor-cars, chassis, motor cycles and parts and accessories of 
motor cars and motor cycles (other than tyres) with the exception 
of the motor cars, chassis, accessories and parts which are at present 
exempted from import duty under Section 13 (4) of the Finance 
(No, 2) Act, 1915. 

Musical instruments, including gramophones and pianolas and 
other similar instruments and accessories, component parts and 
records therefor. 

Spirits and strong waters of all kinds except Brandy and Rum. 


Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that this prohibition shall 
not apply to any such goods which are imported under Reonte given by 
or on behalf of the Board of Trade, and subject to the provisions and 
conditions of such licence, 
This Proclamation may be 
Proclamation, 1916. 
2ist March. 


cited as the Prohibition of Import (No. 3) 


Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 


Re itals.] 

Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered that the following amend 
ments be made in the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 
1914 : 

1. In Regulation 30, after the word “ firearms’’ there shall be inserted 
the words ‘ parts of firearms, military arms, parts of military arms,”’ 
and after the words ‘“‘ any arms” there shall be inserted the words 
“parts of arms,’’ and for the words “ and if he does so’’ there 
be substituted the words ‘‘and if any person does so.’’ 

2. In Regulation 31 there shall be inserted after the word ‘“‘ firearms 
the words *‘ parts of firearms,’’ after the words “ military arms’ the 
words ‘‘ parts of military arms,’”’ and after the words “‘any arms” 
the words “ parts of arms.”’ 

2ist March. 


snal 


Defence of the Realm (Liquor. Control). 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
Recitals. ] 
Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 
The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and 
iny Regulations amending the same shall be, and are, hereby applied 
» the area defined and specified in the Schedule hereto. 


SCHEDULE. 

Scotland, North Western Area, being the area comprising so mu h 
of the Counties of Inverness and Ross and Cromarty (including all 
Burghs within the geographical limits thereof) as is not comprised within 
the Scotland, Northern Area, as defined and specified in the Schedule of 


an Order in Council, dated the 14th day of September, 1915, and all 


arms of the sea and waters between the Islands forming part of the said 
Counties and the Mainland. 
21st March. 


Military Service Act, 1916. 
CENTRAL TRIBUNAL. 


The Central Tribunal for Great Britain under the above A: 
been appointed, consisting of the following persons :— 
The Marquess of Salisbury, G.C.V.O., C.B 
Lord Sydenham of Combe, G.C.S.I., G.C.M.G., G.C.L.E, 
The Right Honourable George Nicoll Barnes, M.P. 
Sir Algernon Freeman Firth, Bart. 
Sir Osmond Williams, Bart. 
Sir George Younger, Bart., M.P. 
Sir Francis Charles Gore, K.C.B. 
Sir Robert Warrand Carlyle, K.C.S.I., C.I.E. 
Cyril Jackson, Esquire, late Chairman of the London County 
Council. 


George John Talbot, Esquire, K.C. 
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Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control), 


AJENERAL ORDER (AMENDING) OF THE CENTRAL ConTROL Boarp (Liquox 
TRAFFIC). 

We, the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), in pursuance of the 
powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Realm, hereby make the following General Order :— 

1. In each of the Orders of the Board now in force in the respective 
areas to which the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 
1915, and any Regulations amending the same have been applied 
the following Article shall be inserted :— 

No person shall, either by himself or by any servant or agent— 

(i) Solicit or canvass for orders for, or collect or receive payment 
for, intoxicating liquor except ut the licensed premises; or 

(ii) Send or cause to be sent or leave or cause to be left to or at 
any premises or to or with any person, any order form for in- 
toxicating liquor ; or 

(iii) Cause or permit any payment for intoxicating liquor to be 
made on his behalf by any person in the service or employment of 
the vendor of the liquor, or, being a person in such service or 
employment, make any such payment as the agent or on behalf of 
the purchaser of the liquor. 

And each of the said Orders shall be read as if this Article were 
inserted therein, and in the case of all the said Orders made on or after 
the 11th day of November, 1915, as if it were substituted for the pro 
visions of paragraph (¢) of Article 4 entitled ‘‘ Conditions as to Dis 
tribution.”’ 

2. In each of the Orders of the Board made before the 11th day of 
November, 1915, and now in force in any area to which the Defence of 
the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and any Regulations 
amending the same have been applied the following Article shall be 
inserted :— 

No person shall, either by himself or by any servant or agent, 
dispatch from any licensed premises or club any intoxicating liquor 
to be consumed off the premises unless it is paid for before or at 
the time when it is dispatched. 

And each of the said last-mentioned Orders shall be read as if this 
Article were inserted therein. 

3. Every holder of a licence for the sale of intoxicating liquor shall 
keep permanently affixed in some conspicuous place in the licensed pre 
mises a copy of this Order. 

4. In the application of this Order to any area or part of an area in 
Scotland, theeOrder shall be read as if the expression ‘ exciseable 
liquor ’’ were substituted for the expression ‘‘ intoxicating liquor.’ 

5. This Order shall come into force on the seventeenth day of April, 
1916. 

Given under the Seal of the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), 
this twentieth day of March, 1916. - 

D’ABERNON, 
Chairman. 
JOHN PEDDER, 
Member of the Board. 


OrpeR unpER ReGcuiation 30 A or Derence or THE Reatm (CONSOLIDA 
TION) Reeauiarrons, 1914. 
Miniatry of Munitions of War, 
18th March, 1916. 
Order. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred on hi m by Regulation 30 A « 
the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) szulations, 1914, the 
Minister of Munitions hereby orders that the War Material to which 
the Regulation applies shall include war material of the following class 
and description, namely :— 

Whale Oil. 
Notice. 

All applications for a permit in connection with the above Order 
should be addressed to the Director of Propellant Supplies, Ministry of 
Munitions, 32 and 34, Old Queen Street, Westminster, S.W. 


Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) 
Regulations, 1914. 
War Office, 
Qlet March, 1916. 

PROHIBITION OF THE PURCHASE AND SALe or Russian FLAx. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred on them by Regulation Wa of 
the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, the Army 
Council give notice that the Order published in the London Gazette on 
the 28th January, 1916 (ante, p. 257), prohibiting the purchase and sale 
of Russian flax or tow in stock in the United Kingdom is hereby ex 
tended to the purchase and sale of Russian flax or tow wherever situate. 

The Order as amended is therefore as follows :— 

**No person shall from the date of this Order until further 
notice buy, sell or deal in dressed or undressed Russian flax or tow 
except under Licence from the War Department.” 

Correspondence relating to this Order should be addressed to the 
Director of Army Contracts, Raw Materials Section, Imperial House, 
Tothill Street, S:W. 


| 





The Allies and Belgium. 


In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, says the Times, Mr. King 
(Somerset, N., L isked the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he iid inform the House concerning the international position 
of Belgium; whether the Belgian Government had formally renounced 
the positioi neutrality guaranteed by various treaties; and whether 
the present position of Belgium could now be ful lly stated. 

Sir Edward Grey : Belgium was forced, by the unprovoked aggression 
of one of the Powers who had guaranteed her neutrality, to defend her 
territory. Great Britain, France, and Russia, after previously inform- 
ing their Allies, have made the following declaration to the Belgian 
Government ‘The Allied and Guaranteeing Powers declare that, 
when the time comes, the Belgian Government will be invited to partici- 
pate in the peace negotiations, and that they will not cease hostilities 
unless Belgium is reinstated in her political and economic independence 
and largely indemnified for the wrong she has suffered. They will !end 
their aid to Belgium to secure her commercial and financial recovery.’’ 
rhis is how the matter stands at present. 

Mr. King asked whether that declaration was of recent date. 

Sir E. Grey said he could not at the moment give the exact date, 
but the declaration was made within the last few weeks. 


Department of Import Restrictions. 


The President of the Board of Trade has constituted a new tempo 
rary department, termed the Department of Import Restrictions, for the 
purpose of giving effect to the policy of the Government with regard 
to the prohibition or restriction of imports of certain goods to meet the 
present and ap} rehended deficiency ol tonnage. 

Sir W. Guy Granet, whose services have temporarily been placed at 
the disposal of the Board of Trade for this purpose by the directors of 
the Midland R ty Company, has been appointed to act in an honorary 
capacity as Controller of the new departiment. 

The Department will deal with questions relating to all classes of 
import restrictions imposed as war measures, except those affecting 
sugar and paper and paper-making materials, which are administered 
by special Royal Commissions 

The existing Advisory Trade Committees dealing with restrictions 
on tobacco, stones, and hard woods, and dried fruit, and any othe 
similar committees that may be set up in future, will report to the 
Controller of the new department. All communications should be 
addressed to the Controller, 64, Victoria-street, Westminster, S.W. 


Controlled Works. 


The Minister of Munitions announces that he has made further orders 
under section 4 of the Munitions of War Act, 1915, under which twent 
six additiona] establishments have been declared controlled establish 
ments under the Act 

A total of 3,078 establishments has now been declared as controlled 
under the Act from the date of the first Order, 12th July, 1915, up 
to 17th March, 1916 , 








Societies. 
The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 


A lecture ‘The Practice of the Chancery Division’’ was delivered 
by Master White to the above association on Tuesday evening, in the 
Old Hall, Lincoln’s-inn. Lord Wrenbury took the chair. There was 
a large audience. 

The lecturer, in the course of his lecture, referred to the definitions 
of an action and matter contained in section 100 of the Judicature Act, 
1873, and summarized the rules as to parties, including persons suing 
or sued in a representative capacity. 

PARTIES TO ACTIONS. 

In an action to restrain interference with a public right or to compel 
the performance: a public duty, the Attorney-Gener: ni was a necessary 
party, except where the interference with the public right was at the 
same time a special interference with some private right, or where 
special damaye was suffered over and above that suffered by the general 
public, though no special right was also interfered with. In both of 
those excepted cases a plaintiff might sue without joining the Attorney 
General. When the Attorney General was a necessary party, his leave 
had to be obtained before the action was brought, and it was then brought 
by the Attorney-General on the relation of the person or body seeking 
relief, such person or body being liable for sen The lecturer ex 
plained the position as parties of trustees and personal representatives, 
infants, married women, lunatics, and persons of unsound mind not 
so found. A committee, previously to bringing an action on behalf of 
an idiot or lunatic, should obtain the sanction of the Lords Justices 
by summons hefore the Master in Lunacy. If there was no committee, 
or the committee had an adverse interest, the lunatic must sue by his 
next friend. 

JornpER or CLAIMs. 
which the lecturer enumerated, it was necessary to 
claims in the same action, and leave 
though "it could be 


In various cases, 
obtain leave to join different 
should be obtained hefore the issue of the writ, 
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The application could be made 
without 


provisional assignment to a 


obtained after, or might be waived 
to the Court, though usually 
summons. This y oO 
judge, and then leaving the unsealed writ and an affidavit of facts 
showing that the claims could be properly joined. If leave was given, 
the Master endorsed his fiat on the unsealed writ. 


was made in chambers 


aint 





ione DY 


SUBSTITUT SEI AnD SERVICE ovT OF THE JURISDICTION 
The lecture! expla i the I edure tor substituted service where 
prompt personal rvi fa wi cannot be effected. ‘The order for 
such service is obtained on an ¢x parte summons, which must be sup 
ported by an affid t tting forth the grounds on which the appl 


cation is made. The Master submits the affidavit to the Judge, who 











must himself make the order. Similarly, an application for leave to 
serve a writ out of the jurisdiction must be supported by affidavit or 
other evidence, bring the case within R. S. C., ord. 11. The office 
yyy of the affidavit (which in practice is not dispensed with) or other 
evidence, and the writ ealed or unsealed) are left with the Maste 
ho obtains the direction f the Ju since the order must be made 
by him personally In serving a writ or notice thereof out of the juris 
diction, the procedure of ord. 11, rule 8 must be followed, and, if neces 
appli it n ht be made for bstituted service in the same 
for euch set , ‘ the jurisd 

APPEARANCE BY PARTIES UNDER DISABILITY 
Che lecturer explained t de f entering an appearance by 
varties under disabilit W here appearal had been entered for 
a defendant who as an infant or of isound mind, not so found, the 
plaintiff must obt I summons an order assigning a guardian, by 

om the defendant might appear and defend the action 

iM ror Directions 

Atte py i ‘ tak ul esh and e% ept 
here the writ i spe ly ndorsed, or the action to be tried 
ithout pleadis t } tiff must take out a summons for directions 
I} rder usua mad Chat the plaintiff shall withm fourteen days 
deliver a statement of hi iim to the defendant, who is within four 
teen da thereafter to deliver his defence, and therein be at liberty 
to set up any counter , lf counte set up, the pla ntiff is to 
be at liberty to delive 1» reply thereto thin fourteen days after 
delivery thereof. That the action be tried by a Judge in Middleses, 
and the rest of the s ons stand over It was for a party applying 
" a jury to satisiy Judge that the action ought to be so tried 
Where it was held to b xpedient to ha ill the issues tried by a 
jury, and there nothing to render it necessary that the matter 
should come back, the mos venient course was to transfer the action 
sHogether to the Ku se Bench Division Otherwise an order was 
made defining the issue, and directing it ta he tried by a common o1 


apecial jury before a Judge at the sittings in Middlesex of the King’s 
Bench Division or at the next holden for the county 
vhere it was convenient the trial should take place. The place of 
trial was fixed according to the balance of convenience, having regard 
to all the circumstan The Crown had, in virtue of its prerogative, 
the right to select the place of trial in cases to which the Attorney 


General was a party 


issizes to be 


ADJOURNMENT TO JUDGE 
iments, 


d ery by intert tories and of d 


After deali : wat 
the Master being merely the deputy of the 


the lecturer said that 


Judge, « very suitor was entitled to have hi ise heard before the 
Judge in person; and, if dissatisfied with what the Master had done, 
he should ask at the time either for an adjournment (which was not 


Dp to the Judge, or for time to consider 
hether an adiournment should be asked for The Judge or Master 
ul power to direct an adjournment at any time before the order 

became finally binding by being passed and entered. The application, 
if adjourned to the Judge, was heard in court, unless of a simple 
nature, and not likely to take more than fifteen minutes, when it would 
be heard in chambers on the following Monday morning. The costs 
of an adjournment were in the discretion of the Judge, who, in ; 
proper case, might order the party to pay the costs of an unnecessary 
adjournment If a matter had been fully argued before a Judge in 
chambers, and he did not require it to be further consideved in court, 
he might give a certificate to that effect, and the party could then go 
direct to the Court of Appeal If the Judge did not give a certificate 


in the nature 


a 





and it was unusual to do so—the settled practice was to move in court 
for the discharge of the order within fourteen days after it was pro 
nounced, or after tl} appellant first had notice of it. 


Procerpincs Unper JvpGMeEnt 
described the steps to be take w he 


Che Jecturs 
» be worked out 


n a judgment required 
speak ng, all persons bene 
question, were 


chambers Generally 


; 


ficially interested, either in the ’ 
entitled to attend on those proceedings which might affect their interests, 
or increase or diminish thei: of the fund To entitle 
% person interested in an administration action to the costs for attending 
the proceedings, he must attend by special leave of the Judge Anv 
yroceedings before the Master had been con 
f the Judge 
without any fresh summons 


estate or in the fund ir 





proportior 


party might, before the 

cluded, take the opinion 
wuurse of the proceedings, 

This was seldom done. Occasionally, however 


| 
‘ 


matter arising in t 


for the purpose 


upon any 


1 question of principle 





might require to be dealt with to enable the Master to settle his certifi- 
cate. The general practice was for the party dissatisfied to wait until 
the certificate was filed, and then apply to vary it. The summons to 
vary was adjourned into court, and if the further consideration was to 
be heard there, to come on with it. 


ORIGINATING SUMMONS. 


The mode of procedure of originating summons was introduced by 
section 45 of the Chancery Procedure Act, 1852, and applied to the simple 
case of an order for the administration of the personal estate of a dead 
man. Its scope was greatly enlarged by R. 8. C., ord. 54a and ord. 55, 
rr. 5, 4 and 5a, and it was defined by ord. 71, r. 1a, as “ every summons 
other than a summons in a pending cause or matter ”’ The main 
difference between a writ and an originating summons was that. in the 
one case the proceedings were in Court, and. there were or might be 
pleadings, whereas in the other case the proceedings were in chambers, 
and there were no pleadings. Originating summonses might be (1) in 
the general form, where there were a plaintiff and a defendant; (2) not 
inter partes, where there was an applicant and respondent, but no 
plaintitf or defendant, as in an application for the appointment of a 
trustee; (5) a summons in respect of the matters specified in ord. 54, 
r. 4r, where no appearance was required, as under the Solicitors Act, 
1843; and (4) an ex parte summons, where there was no one to be 
served, as an application by an infant absolutely entitled under the 
Settled Land Acts for the appointment of trustees of the settlement, or 
in some cases) an application for maintenance of an infant. It was not 
proper to proceed by originating summons :—Where disputed questions 
of fact were involved ; in heavy matters of a complicated nature; where 

ful default or breach of trust were charged against an executor or 
trustee, unless the defendant consented; but a trustee investing on an 
improper security might be charged in respect of such investment on 
the common account directed on originating summons; where clai 
adverse to the estate were in question, unless the parties consented to the 
procedure; but where the adverse claimant was an executor, and t 
fore an accounting party, his claim was sometimes disposed of in t! 
way. Questions affecting future rights would not be decided where 
the parties interested were not ascertained, or unless the circumstances 
were exceptional. The summons ought to ask specific, and not general 
questions, and a question not asked by the summons would not be 
answered at the instance of the respondent. The principal cases in 
which an originating summons was resorted to were :— 

(1) Under ord. 54a, for construction of a deed, will, or other written 
instrument. This was to determine a question of construction on the 
instrument itself without affidavits, and where the decision would 
settle the litigation between the parties. 

(2) Under ord. 55, r. 3, for the determination of questions arising 

n the administration of an estate or trust. This rule extended only to 
matters which before the rule would have been determined in an 
administration action, and not to questions affecting adverse claims. 
[It was desirable that the summons should be taken out by the executors, 
as they were ther in a position to raise 
every question that might arise; but it might be taken out by any 
beneficiary or other person interested. Where the estate was still in 
course of being wound up, the summons was intituled, ‘‘ In the matte: 
of the estate.’’ Where, however, the estate had been wound up to the 
extent that the duties of the executors had come to an end, the sum- 
mons would be intituled, ‘‘ In the matter of the trusts of the will.’’ 
3) Under ord. 55, r. 4, for administration of the estate of a deceased 
person, or of a trust. If other than the usual inquiries were desired, 
they should be specifically asked for. The order could only be made by 
the Judge in person. Nothing short of an order for general adminis- 
tration would prevent a creditor from suing the personal representa- 
tive, or the personal representatives, from paying a debt due from the 
estate. In the absence of misconduct a plaintiff creditor was entitled 
to his costs of the order for administration and of taking the accounts, 
even though his debt was small. Generally, it might be said that, 
when the proper parties were before the Court on an originating sim- 
mons, it had full jurisdiction over the costs, although no estate or 
fund was sought to be administered. 

(4) Under ord. 55, r. 5a, for foreclosure or redemption. It was not 
necessary to obtain leave under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 
1914, to commence foreclosure proceedings, but the order nisi provided 
that it should not be made absolute except by the Judge, on notice to 
the defendant, thereby giving him the benefit intended by the Act A 
personal judgment for payment could not be obtained on originating 
a writ had to be issued combining t! 
or the mortgagee might proceed by 





administrators, or trustees, 


summons, and, if required 
claims for payment and fore 
summons for foreclosure by specially endorsed writ on the covenant for 
payment. Questions of priority would not, but questions of consolida 
tion would be decided, on a summons. Though not usual, an order 
foreclosure might be made on summons at the instance of a debenture 
holder, but any debenture holder of the same class as the plaintiff must 
be a party. Al! debenture holders should be parties to a foreclosure 
uction by a company’s legal mortgagee, even though their security con 
constituted only a floating charge. The lecturer described the steps to 
be taken in working out an order for foreclosure or redemption. After 
an order for foreclosure absolute was obtained or 





losure : 


lefault in payment 
summons which, during the operation of the Courts (Emergency Pows 
Act. must be personally served on the defendant if he had not appeare 
by solicitor, and must be supported by an affidavit of the mortgagee of 
non-payment, and, if he did not attend, of his attorney, of due attend 
ance at the appointed place and time, and of non-payment. 





"ro eff -~- © «ewe ee 








by 
pie 
ead 





aise 
any 
| in 
jtter 
the 
jum- 


ased 
ed, 
e by 


inis- 


tor 
ture 
nust 
sure 
con 
s to 
fter 
| on 
ire 
e of 
end 











March 25, 1916 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 60.] 373 


(5) Under ord. 55,r. 98, for sale of a debtor's interest in land delivered of the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914, and the Courts 
in execution under the Judgments Act, 1864. The appointment of a | (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, and to proceedings by motion or petition 
receiver was delivery in execution within section 1 of the Act, and | under the Companies Act, 1908. 














might be resorted to where the interest of the debtor was not extendible A vote of thanks to the lecturer, the chairman, and the Benchers of 

under an elegit, and should be applied for in the action in which judg- | | incoln’s Inn was proposed by Mr. M. G. Macpvrr, honorary General 

ment was recovered, as there was no power to appoint a receiver iM | Se-retary, and seconded by Mr. VERRALL, honorary Se« retary of Lec- 1 
proceedings under the Act. tures, and carried with acclamation. . | 






speoateannans of cchahe tute. ae Fe ae, ee a agtiner noe yen in replying, said that he saw before him faces 

. ns : i ided him of many eminent firms of solicitors. It was more 

(7) Under ord. 55, r. 13a, for the appointment of a new trustee or | than ten years since Master White and himself used to run in double 
a vesting order. The summons would be intituled in the matter of the | harness; he used not to look forward with pleasure to Mondays, and 
trusts for the will or trust deed, and‘ of the Trustee Act, 1895, except | \faster White could not. succeed in making Sie do so. It was never 
where the appointment of trustees and vesting, or vesting alone, was | his practice to read papers in advance of hearing a case; he did not 
rendered necessary solely by the lunacy of a trustee (not being an | 4):.) it fair to the parties to come to it with any prejudgment; but 
infant or out of the jurisdiction), and then reference to the Lunacy Acts, | this had to be done for Monday's work, and many were the Saturday 
1890 to 1911, only need be made in the title. If not applicants, the | »fernoons and Sundays he had spent in preparing for Monday Referring 
respondents to the summons should be such of the beneficiaries as were | +, cases in which the Attorney-General was a party, Lord WRENBURY 5 
necessary to place before the Judge all contentions as to the persons to | .4i4 his first acquaintance with such a case was when he was instructed | 

































be a — sarees + - 0 meagre, ” yee se — to settle an information and bill to restrain the Metropolitan Tramways 
sa — ge a tg vail on a al wigbt an rate wah | Co. from crossing the public footpath to get their cars to a shed. He j 
Wh th hea bb ’ b k Sine ae ol: te Dacia Alege j | acted on the assumption that solicitors knew more than he did, and i| 
o Aen oa eggs es ct pe ampmeresggea dt © Po omer cee ‘the that whatever was put in instructions had better go in somewhere. He ay 
parties beneficially interested. Upon the application ile eadeks in 1 also, ad ig 2 se his chambers till two or three in the — ; i 
Thinead of the taste upon which the application was founded. Wherever | wrest ing with Daniell’s Chancery I ractice, and trying in vain to fir i { 
h Jer divested an estate vested in any person. there must be strict | some authority, appended a map to his bill; but the first thing that f | 
poe CRCeS z we... ’ happened was that it was demurred to. Lord Selborne, however, then al 





evidence, and wherever it vested an estate in any person absolutely, the 





vi sitting as a judge of first instance, crushed Mr. E. K. Karslake, who wa 
title of such person must be proved by strict evidence; but wherever 1 very veh we person, and was riddling the bill, with the cantly it 
any estate was vested in trustees, the title of the beneficiaries need not | « y,) - Rie cae aliens thas ‘dian “whi | 
be strictly proved, and an affidavit of some person acquainted with | .. ,°" ©° no? Suppose © am going to allow the demurrer because there a 
: yt , allidé ‘ pers acqué | is too much in the bill,’’ and the demurrer was overruled. Practice and ie 

























Lincoln’s Inn Hall, Lord Haldane (president) taking the chair. Among 
seded, and because of the more comprehensive and convenient provi- | those present were Lord Wrenbury, Lord Justice Warrington, Mr. R. F. i 
sions of the Settled Land Acts. Applications under the Settled Land | Norton, K.C., Mr. Holford Knight, Mr. Boydell Houghton, Mr. G. H. ; 
Acts were made by originating summons, which might readily be framed | Hurst, the Hon. M. M. Macnaghten, Mr. Herman Cohen, Mr. Valentine ; 
from the forms scheduled to the Act of 1882, except that, in the | Heywood, Mr. T. Cyprian Williams, Mr. W. C. Bolland, Mr. James G. 

majority of cases, the summons would take the form ‘‘ not between Wood, Mr. W. F. Barry, Mr. R. W, Cracroft, Mr. J. Herbert Cunliffe, 

beneficiaries,” and not that of an ex parte summons as provided in | Mr. Thomas Rawle, Mr. G. H. Radford, M.P., and Mr. H. Stuart Moore ' 
Form II. in the schedule to the Act. The lecturer also described the | (secretary). 
procedure by originating summons under the Lands Clauses Consoli- Lord HALpANE, in moving the adoption of the report, said it was i} 
dation Acts, with respect to money paid into court; the Parliamentary | with a feeling of some sadness that he found himself emeritus and no 
Deposits Acts; the Arbitration Act, 1889; the Conveyancing Act, 1881, | longer the president, for the work of the Society was work in which ii 
8. 5 (as to which he suggested that the orders for payment into court | he had taken a keen interest, not only because of the amount of learning H 
and for a subsequent declaration that the land was free from incum-| which the Society had brought together in an accessible form, but : 
brance might be combined in one by directing on the summons the | because of the bright light its work was casting, not only upon legal 
money to te paid into court, and adjourning the summons for produc- | principles, but upon legal methods. If anything was calculated to 
tion of the Paymaster-General’s certificate of the lodgment and of the | add to the knowledge of legal principles, it was the new volume which 
fund); the Conveyancing Act, 1911, s. 7, empowering the Court to | Mr. Bolland had produced of the “ Year Books of 5 Edward IT.,”’ early 
remove a restraint on alienation; the Married Women’s Property Acts; | in the fourteenth century, which, in the form in which Mr. Bolland had 
the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874; the Mortmain and Charitable | edited them, were admirably selected expositions of the learning of that 
Uses Act, 1891; the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, which, the lecturer | period. It was a mistake to think that one had only to read a case in 
observed, had fallen almost into disuse; the Public Trustee Act, | order to find some one or two abstract propositions which the case illus- 
1906; the National Insurance Act, 1911; and the Companies (Con- | trated. What one had to get at, and one would not reach the truth 
solidation) Act, 1908. And he referred to proceedings under section 4 | unless that was the aim of one’s method, was to find the system or rule 
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the facts, shewing who they Were and how their title arose, was suffi- | procedure were no doubt dull, but if you took up the subject and worked ij i 
cient. _ The deaths or other disability of the trustees must be proved | at it, then, as with other things, it would have its attraction. The best H i H 
by strict evidence. ; ‘ Pape’. maxim and motto was: Whatever you have to do, do it as well as you a 
(8) Application for the maintenance of infants; (9) Applications | can, and do not trouble about the result. When asked whether he felt | 
under the Infants Settlement Act, 1855, for the settlement of an in-| }j, responsibility as a judge, he said it was his duty to listen to the ai 
fant’s property on marriage; and (10) Application under the Guardian- | arguments and then decide to the best of his ability, and no human 4 || 
ship of Infants Act, 1886, which had been described as “‘ essentially a | jeing could do more than his best. His advice to them was: Do your a 
mother’s Act; it has greatly extended their rights; it has not much, if | ytmost. and be sure you'll do very good work. f M4 
at all, diminished, the rights of fathers, except as regards mothers.”’ ; ; , ei 
The lecturer explained the procedure under cases 8, 9 and 10, and also | > om j 
referred (11) to the Infants’ Property Act, 1830, which was still in " i 
force, but it was usually found more convenient to proceed under the | Selden Society. it 
Settled Estates Act, 1877, or the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890. The | ANNUAL MEETING 
jurisdiction unde, the Settled Estates Act, 1877, had also to a great ¥ Ker iran ng ii iaghinny 
extent fallen inte-disuse, by reason that, except in the case of an infant lhe annual meeting of the Selden Society was held on Monday at H 


being contingently entitled, its provisious had practically been super- 
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of which the case was illustrative and into which it fitted. One of the 
most striking features of the end of the last cent and the beginning 
of the present was the remarkable work that been done in the 
science of logic by English thinkers. At the present moment we were 
ey ahead of the world in that respect, and he thought that 
practically everybody was agreed that we had passed away from the old 
Aristotelian logic, which was one of method. Nowadays mere method 
was not enough. It was necessary to find a system of the whole of 
which the case dealt with was illustrative, and into which it fitted. His- 
torical investigators, who owed much to the Society, were helping to 
spread the new light, because knowledge of the connection between 
cases of the present age and those of long ago conduced to a right under- 
standing; in other words, ancient learning was the key to modern 
doctrine. The important thing was to bring out the system, and as 
one was familiar with systems would cases simplify themselves. In look- 
ing through Mr. Bolland’s new volume of the Year Book, which the 
Society had just published, he had been struck with the necessity of 
the study of systems, of forms of law, in order to make easily intelligible 
the cases which were reported therein. That was strikingly shewn, 
for instance, in the present day, in the case of an action for money had 
and received, which was only intelligible if one could trace the progress 
of the action of assumpsit and its evolution from what was originally 
an action of tort into an action of contract. Then we had enormous 
assistance in bringing out the historical continuity and development 
of the law in such matters in the works of such writers as Sir Frederick 
Pollock, the late Professor Maitland, and Professor Haines, of Harvard, 
one of the most distinguished writers of modern times. These historical 
investigations were clearing up law very greatly. We suffered to-day 
in one respect: the old system of special pleading made people very 
precise, and the old judgments of the common law judges struck one 
by their distinctness, and yet there was a certain hardness about them 
which was perhaps somewhat repellent to our minds, and which, perhaps, 
had much to do with the growth of another system, that of equity, which 
for a long time stood in flagrant contradiction to the common law. The 
law reports had now become so voluminous that he was afraid 
the greater number of people did not read them at all, 
and that enhanced the value of what the Society was doing. 
He could not help seeing that more and more in the Privy Council, when 
all kinds of jurisprudence—as from India, South Africa, or Quebec, 
places where the very spirit, as well as the letter, of the law was quite 
different from our own—had to be considered, and yet the law was 
seen, when one studied it attentively enough, to fit into the system of 
the general justice of mankind, and to embody principles which were 
true at all times and which remained. And with the growth of English 
law, and the rendering intelligible of English law, it was essential that 
the work of the jurists and lawyers who were concerned with the his 
torical method, as much as those who were concerned with the body 
of present learning, should be brought to bear. The Selden Society, 
with its quiet work and output of volumes, did much, not only to kee; 
alive, but to create afresh and stimulate the labours in attaining that 
result. That was why, apart from personal considerations, he found 
himself separated from office as president with a certain amount of 
regret, but he hoped still to keep in close relation with the Society. He 
had great pleasure in knowing that his successor was to be Lord 
Parker of Waddington. No man was more highly qualified to bear the 
torch of the Society. Lord Parker was keenly interested not only in 
the various systems of jurisprudence, but in the historical methods, as 
he thought all who had studied his judgments in the House of Lords 
and the Privy Council would know, and he looked forward to the 
flourishing of the Society under his genial and learned exgis. 

The report having been adopted, 

On the motion of Lord Hatpane, Lord Parker of Waddington was 
elected president. 

Lord Wrensury moved a vote of thanks to Lord Haldane for his 
services as president for the last three years. He observed that Lord 
Haldane, notwithstanding his multifarious activities, had taken the 
greatest interest in the Society. He had always found himself working 








towards a certain goal, the higher ideal in legal matters. He (Lord 
Wrenbury) thought the study of the law was a most fascinating one. 
It was a study which grew upon one the more one pursued it. During 
the three years that Lord Haldane had been president the publications 
of the Society had been these :—In the year 1913 the third volume of 
the Eyre of Kent; in the same year the Select Charters of Tradin 
Companies. In 1914 volumes in Eyre, and in the same year a belated 
volume, the Year Books of the Fourth of Edward II. In 1915 the 
Society published the Year Book of the Fifth Edward II., volume 2, 
and they had prepared a book which was to be distributed next month 
—Public Works in Medieval Law. That would be the thirty-second 
volume of the works of the Society, and the members would look 
forward confidently to a continuance of the same activity during Lord 
Parker’s tenure of the office of president. 

Mr. G. Boypgett Hovcuton seconded the motion, and it was carried. 

On the motion of Lord Hatpang, Lord Wrenbury was elected to the 
office of vice-president, rendered vacant by the election of Lord Parker 
as president. 

The following members of the Council, who retired in rotation, were 
re-elected :—Sir Henry J. Johnston, His Honour Judge Lock, Mr. 
Walter C. Renshaw, K.C., Mr. W. 8. Holdsworth, and Mr. H. D. 
Hazeltine. Mr. W. C. Bolland was elected in the place of Mr. 8. 0, 
Addy, who retired. 

On the motion of Mr. James Woop, thanks were given to the literary 
directors, Sir Frederick Pollock and Professor Vinogradoff. 

A vote of thanks to the honorary auditors, Mr. J. W. Clark, K.C., 
and Mr. Hubert Hall, was agreed to, and a vote of thanks was given 
to Mr. J. E. W. Rider, the honorary treasurer. 


The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


Aggregate of first list of donations ... 
Aggregate of second list of donations 
Aggregate of third list of donations ... 
Aggregate of fourth list of donations 
Aggregate of fifth list of donations ... 
Aggregate of sixth list of donations .. 


2,705 11 11 
56410 7 


Subsequent donations 


Total donations received to 17th March, 1916... 3,270 2 6 


Also the following further donation :— 
The Rt. Hon. Lord Muir Mackenzie, G.C.B. ... 33 0 


ae 


The Union Society of London. 


A atin of the Union Society was held at 3, Plowden-buildings, 


on Wednesday last. Mr. Harry Geen presided. Mr. G. F. Kingham 
moved : ‘‘That only those persons whose parents and grandparents 
were born in the United Kingdom should be eligible for a seat in Par- 
liament or to hold office under the Crown.’’ Mr. Hall opposed. There 
also spoke : 
The motion was lost. 








In thé House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Tennant, replying to Mr. 
Outhwaite, who asked whether he could state how many British soldiers 


| under the age of twenty had been executed in France by sentence of 


court-martial, said : Just as it is not in the public interest that a ques- 
tion like this should be asked, so it is not in the public interest that it 
should be answered. 
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The Military Service Tribunals. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, on the second reading of 
the Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill, Mr. Long, replying to various 

ints, said that no Irishman coming over to work on the farms came 
under the Military Service Act, and he would not be called upon to 
serve. He was distressed to find there were still so many men being 
enlisted who were manifestly unsuitable for service. He had discussed 
this matter with the staff of the Adjutant-General and other officials 
of the War Office, and knew most explicit instructions had been issued. 
In one way or another this most undesirable practice must be stopped. 
The criticisms in regard to lack of prescience were not, he submitted, 
quite just to the Government. All those criticisms lost sight of the 
wonderful record of what this country had done since August, 1914. 
It was true that in some cases the tribunals had misunderstood their 
duties, had misinterpreted the Act of Parliament and the regulations. 
He had therefore addressed a circular to the local tribunals and appeal 
tribunals, which stated perfectly clearly that, in regard to all the points 
which, as far as he knew, had been raised in the course of the debate, 
where the tribunals had been in error, there was need for alteration 
In some cases the tribunals had said that they had no power to grant 
it, That was contrary to the Act of Parliament, and they had made it 
clear that it was the duty of the tribunals to hear those cases, and that 
they had power to grant total exemption provided they were satisfied 
that the applicant would be engaged in some form of national service. 
Replying to Mr. Duke, the right hon. gentleman said that the circular 
would be communicated to the Press. He had been asked whether the 
death penalty would be imposed in the case of the conscientious objector, 
who refused to have anything to do with military service, and his answer 
was that it would not. 








Conscientious Objectors. 


At the Surrey Appeal Tribunal last Saturday Sir Lewis T. Dibdin, 
in the first of a series of conscientious objection cases, in which the 
appellant was not satisfied with exemption from combatant service, 
made, says the 7'imes, an important statement on the extent of the 
powers conferred on tribunals by the conscience clauses of the Military 
Service Act. He said 

** A certificate of exemption in an application on conscientious grounds 
may take the fornf*of exemption from combatant service only—section 
2 (3). An application for exemption. may be made on the ground, ‘a 
conscientious objection to the undertaking of combatant service.’ The 
Act does not permit an objection to be made on the ground of con- 
sientious objection to non-combatant service—section 2 (1). Parlia- 
ment perhaps considered that a conscience which lets a man accept the 
protection of his life and property by the fighting of other men, but 
does not allow him to do anything to mitigate the hardship and suffer- 
ing of that fighting of which he takes the benefit and avoids the risk is 
not worthy of special indulgence. 

“In considering, however, an application for exemption on the ground 
of objection to combatant service, our duty is to hear everything that 
an appellant desires to put before us, as to combatant and non-com- 
batant service alike, which can help us to decide whether there is a 
conscientious objection to combatant service. That is the question of 
fact which we have to determine. If we think that question ought to 
be answered in the affirmative, we have further to consider what degiee 
of exemption must be granted. It is obvious that in the overwhelming 
majority of cases the exemption ought to correspond with the ground on 
which alone it can be granted, and must therefore be restricted to com 
batant service or made conditional on other service of the kind men- 
tioned in the Act. As Mr. Long states in his circular of 3rd February, 
‘there may be exceptional cases’ in which exemption ought to be com- 
plete. They will necessarily be very exceptional, because, in order to 
satisfy the Act of Parliament by which we are bound, the certificate 
of exemption must even in these cases be grounded exclusively on the 
objection to combatant service. The possible existence of such cases 
must, however, be borne in mind, and is a reason why great latitude 
should be allowed an appellant in the statement of his objections to 
service.’’ 








Registration of Firms. 


In the House of Lords on Wednesday, says the T'imes, Lord South- 
wark moved the second reading of the Registration of Firms Bill, and 
said he would be content for it to be sent to a Select Committee. Its 
Principle was that there should be an effective registration of all persons 
and firms trading in this country in names other than their own. The 
Bill would not pay foreigners from trading in this country, but it 


would compel them to disclose their names, and would prevent secret 
partners escaping their proper liabilities. 

td Stanmore said the Government would offer no objection to the 
second reading, but could give no promise that it would be proceeded 
with in another place. Lord Muir Mackenzie supported the second 
tading. Lord Sumner held that a man ought to be allowed to manage 
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his own business in his own way. He thought the Bill was inopportune 
during the war. Earl Loreburn supported the proposal to refer the Bill 
to a Select Committee, and urged that it was a straightforward course 
for business people to state their names to those who traded with them. 

The Lord Chancellor took a similar view. He saw no reason why a 
man should be ashamed of trading or of using his own name for the 
purpose. Registration could be effected simply, and practically with- 
out cost or trouble. At the present time a situation of difficulty was 
being dealt with which had arisen because no provision such as that 
proposed existed upon the Statute-book. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was referred to a Select 
Committee. 


Companies, 
Equity and Law Life Assurance Society. 


The sixty-ninth annual general meeting of this society was held on 
Monday, the 20th inst., at the offices, 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Mr. 
John Croft Deverell (the chairman) presiding. 

The report stated that the new business amounted to £400,794, under 
275 policies, of which £350,044 had been retained by the society. 

The gross new premiums amounted to £20,690. 

The amount of the total assurances in force at the end of the year 
was £12,100,634. 

Excluding reversions, capital stock of the Law Reversionary Interest 
Society, Limited, outstanding premiums and interest and cash at bank, 
the funds were invested at the end of the year to produce £4 10s. 6d. 
per cent. 

The claims by death under 179 policies amounted to £317,822, and 
153 endowment assurances amounting to £100,686 matured. Apart 
from deaths due to the war, the mortality had been very favourable. 

The total funds amounted at the end of the year to £5,132,123 

The expenses of management; ingluding special expenses in connection 

ith the quinquennial valuation and commission, amounted to only 
£11 9s. 4d. per cent. of the premium income. 

The retiring directors (Mr. A. D. Bateson, K.C., Sir Kenelm E. Digby, 
G.C.B., K.C., Mr. J. Austen-Cartmell, and Mr. A. H. James) were 
re-elected. 


Profits and Income Insurance Company (Limited). 


The fourteenth annua] general meeting was held on 22nd inst. The 
accounts for the year 1915 shewed an available balance of £15,534 
Of this sum the directors proposed to apply £600 in payment of balance 
dividend on the ordinary dave at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum (free 
of income tax), an instalment of which at the same rate had already 
been paid by way of an interim dividend, and £10,000 in paying a 
bonus of 2s. a share (free of income tax) on the ordinary shares, leaving 
£4,934 to carry forward. Concurrently with the payment of 2s. a 
share bonus, the directors proposed to make a cal! of 2s. a share 

The investment reserve fund now stands at £10,000. 

The total net premiums received amounted to £172,575 

The life assurance fund at 31st December, 1915, amounted to £114,995, 
after transferring to profit and loss account the surplus of £23,018 
shewn by the quinquennial valuation. The amount of the general fund 
on that date was £108,635. 

The total funds of the company increased during the year by £21,659, 
and now amounted to £289,166. 

The report and accounts were unanimously adopted, 


Mr. John James Wheat, aged ninety, of Norwood Hall, Sheffield, the 
oldest solicitor in the city, left unsettled property of gross value £30,892. 
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Obituary. 
Mr. Aubrey H. Baker. 


Captain Auprey Hattiwett Baker, 1-4th Somerset Light Infantry 
(T.F.), was killed in Mesopotamia on 8th March. Born in 1889, he was 
the eldest son of Mr. and Mrs. Ernest Baker, ef The Glebe House, 
Weston-super-Mare. He was educated at Clifton College and at Trinity 
College, Oxford ; he took his B.A. degree in the Honour School of Juris 
prudence in 1911, and obtained second class Honours in the examina 
tion at Oxford for the B.C.L. degree in 1913. In June, 1914, he passed 
the Law Society's Final Examination. He belonged both to the Clifton 
College and University O.T.C., and successively was a member of their 
Shooting Eights, and shot for both at Bisley After leaving Oxford he 
took a commission in E Company of the 4th Somerset Light Infantry, 
and on the outbreak of the war he volunteered for foreign service, was 
promoted to the rank of captain, and went to India with his battalion 
in October, 1914. He left Karachi for the Persian Gulf on 18th Feb 
ruary 


Mr. C. H. J. Sheepshanks. 


Lieutenant C. J. H. Sueersnanks, 8th Devon Regiment, killed in the 
trenches in France on 17th March, was born at Park-place, Harrogate, 
in March, 1886, and was the third son of the late Rev. T. Sheepshanks, 
of Arthington Hall, Yorkshire, and of Mrs. Sheepshanks, Stokelake, 
Chudleigh He was educated at Bilton Grange, Rugby, at ‘‘ Druries,”’ 
Harrow, and at Trinity College, Cambriige, graduating B.A. in 1907 
and M.A. in 1911. He was called to the Bar at the Inner Temple in 
1914. He joined the Army at the outbreak of the war, went to France 
in July, 1914, and had been in command of a company since last Sep 
tember. He was a great favourite with his brother officers and his men, 
“to whom he set a splendid example of fearless bravery.”’ 


Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Samuet Swire and Tuomas Arkinson Hicson (Swire & Higson), 
at No. 2, Mount-street, in the city of Manchester. Mar. 1. 
1 the business unde 





solicitors, 
the said Thomas Atkinson Higson will carry 
the present style or firm of Swire & Higson 


[Crazette, Mar. 17. 


—-. 


General. 

Mr. Morris Owen, seventy-six, of Erw, near Carnarvon, solicitor, left 
estate of gross value of £54,885 

Martin F. Holliday, a colliery agent, was fined £100 at Durham 
County Police Court on Wednesday for failing to extinguish the lights 
at his colliery An order was received for extinguishing lights, but after 
two hours the defendant resumed lighting without permission. 

The death has taken place of Mr Kempster, plaint clerk at the 
Bloomsbury County Court, where he has been for fifty-five years. The 
Bloomsbury Court has a remarkable “record ’’ of longevity among its 
officers. Che late Judge Bacon was eighty two Mr. Allen, the late 
Chief Usher, lived to be eighty-eight Mr Starmer, the present 
cashier, has been at the Court for nearly fifty years, and Mr. Huelin, 
the Registrar, for over thirty years 

In the Housé of Commons on Tuesday the Chancellor of the Exche 
quer said, in reply to Mr. Hume-Williams, the Government came to the 
conclusion that the issue of premium bonds would not be in the public 
interest Although the advice of the Treasury Committee on war 
savings may not have been followed, it would be incorrect to infer that 
it was ignored. The decision of the Government rendered the proposed 
deputation of bankers and leading commercial men in favour of an issue 
of premium bonds unnecessary 

Estate of the gross value of £311,377, including personalty of the 
net value of £199,896, has been left by the late Lord Alverstone, 
G.C.M.G., formerly Lord Chiet Justice of England, of Winterfold, 
Cranleigh, and late of Hornton Lodge, Kensington, M.P. (Conservative), 
Launceston, 1885, and the Isle of Wight, 1885-1900, who died on 
15th December last, aged seventy-three. The testator left a number of 
legacies and annuities to members of his family, and the residue of 
his property in trust for his daughter for life and her children as she 
may by will or deed appoint 

In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, in reply to Mr. Ashley, 
Mr. Lloyd George said: The scope of the Military Service Act was 
limited to men who were invited to attest under the group system. 
The proposal to extend it to men attaining the age of eighteen after 
15th August, 1915, was discussed during the passage of the Bill through 
Parliament, and the Government stated it could not be accepted. 
Answering Mr. W. Roch, Mr. Lloyd George said he hoped that the 
promised proposals of the Government dealing with the civil liabilities 
of men called up for service would be announced very soon. 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
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In the House of Commons, on the 16th inst., Sir E. Grey, answering 
an inquiry by Sir J. D. Rees whether the Contraband Committee acts 
as a sub-department of the Foreign Office, said the Contraband Com 
nittee was one of several Committees which were dealing with contra 
band work, and those Committees were part of the scheme of co- 
ordination which. as announced by the Prime Minister, was being 
carried out under the supervision of the Under-Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs (Lord R. Cecil). Sir E. Grey informed the same hon. member 
that magnetic ore had not been declared absolute contraband of war. 


The first meeting of creditors was held on Tuesday at Bankruptcy 
Buildings, under the receiving order made on 8th March against Mr. 
Thomas Francis Goddard, solicitor, late of Gracechurch-street, E.C. 
Mr. F. T. Garton, deputy official receiver, presided. The debtor had 
stated that in 1911 his principal clients lost control of business in which 
he was retained, and he thereby lost about £20,000, and was held 
responsible for several thousands of pounds which others should have 
paid. He estimated his liabilities at between £20,000 and £30,000 
The value of his assets had not yet been ascertained. The meeting was 
adjourned to enable him to submit a scheme for the arrangement of 
his affairs. 

Mr. Thomas Wolferstan, of Townsend House, Plymouth, senior 
partner in the firm of T. & H. Wolferstan, solicitors, clerk to the 
toborough Bench since 1882, secretary of the Sutton Harbour Improve- 
ment Co., and of the late Local Marine Board, steward to the Maristowe 
Estates, and a trustee of the Plymouth and South Devon Savings Bank, 
who died on 29th September, aged seventy-five, left estate valued at 
£22,799 gross, with net personalty £6,750. He left the current half- 
year’s rent due at his death to ‘‘ William Scantlebury, tenant of his 
little holding called ‘ William’s Park,’ who has never been behind with 
his rent.’’ This tenant is also to have the option of the purchase at a 
fair price. 








Otp ”’ ’Varsity men will be glad to know that they can still obtain 
their favourite Lounge Chair, one of the most delightful reminders of 
College days. On account of its luxurious comfort, remarkable durability 
and moderate cost, the Oxford ’Varsity Lounge Chair is ideal for study 
and smoking-room. Prices from 22s. 6d. to 35s. 6d., according to length. 
Patterns of the coverings post free. Witt1aAm Baker & Co., Lrp., The 
Broad, Oxford.—(Advt.). 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Roma. No. 1, NEVILLE. Evx. 
Monday’..Mar. 27 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Greswell Mr. Leach Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday ...... 23 Borrer Bloxam Goldschmidt Synge 
Wednesday .. 29 Leach Jolly Church Bloxam 
Thursday .... 30 Church Borrer Greswell Goldschmidt 
PUREE 0000 5000 31 Synge Goldschmidt Jolly Leach 
Saturday April 1 Farmer Bloxam Borrer Church 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
° SARGANT. ASTBURY. YounasER. PSTERSON, 
Monday.. Mar. 27 Mr. Church Mr. Borrer Mr. Jolly Mr. Bloxam 
fuesday ...... 28 Farmer Leach Greswell Jolly 
Wednesdsy .. 29 Goldschmidt Greswell Borrer Synge 
Thursday .... 30 Leach Jolly Synge Farmer 
Fiiday........ 31 borrer Bloxam Farmer Charch 
Saturaay April 1 Greswell Synge Bloxam Goldschmidt 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette—FRIDAY, Mar. 10, 


ANGLO-NETHERLAND SUGAR CoRPORATION (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or befure Mar 31, to send their names and addresses, and the 
iculars of their debts or claims, to James Rennie, 145, Dashwood house, New 

road +t, liquidator. 

AUSTRALIAN OIL PROPERTIES, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 17, to send 
their names and addresses, and psrticulars of their debts orclaims, to George Carnaby- 
Harrower, Coli ge Hill chmbrs, liquidator. 

BLAKESLEY CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETY, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 15, 
tosend their names ond addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
T. A. Kiogston, Esq , High st, Blakesley, liquidator. . 

Hi. L. FISHER (ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE), LTD, (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors are 
required, on or before April 19, to send their names and ad and the 
— of their debts or claims, to A. F. Vaughan, 94, Market st, Manchester, 

u r. 
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VETR GHTING, LrD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 

oTaee. apell 10, to send rose names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to William James Jennings, 75, New st, Birmingham, liquidator. 

Quintus & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 8, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particul-rs of their debts or claims, to Mr. George Arthur 

, Cannon st, liquidator. 

pneae Jom G., Leb.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 31, to send their 
names and addiesses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Thorp, 
FSAA, 7-8, Great Winchester st, liquidator. wee 

WALKER, Maynarp & Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 17, to 
send their names addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Francis 

McBain, Royal Exchange, Middlesbrough, liquidator. 


London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Mar. 14. 


HOWARD MANUFACTURING Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debis or claims, 
to Mr. E. Ransom Harrison, 54, Bank st, Sheffield, liquidator. 

SPEEDING AND MARSHALL STEAM SHIPPING Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)— 
Creditors are required, on or before April 26, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Speeding ani Septimus 
Marsha!l!, 22, John st, Sunderland, liquidator. 








Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Mar. 7. 


Midland Lace Co, Ltd. 

Walker, Maynard & Co, Ltd. 

B.W.B, Syndicate, Ltd. 

William Berrie & Sons, Ltd. 

Sta»dard Oil Refinery of Roumania, Ltd. 
Sheraton Glass Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 
Roberts, Berry & Co, Ltd. 

Star Line, Ltd. 

Jobn H. Clark & Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Mar. 10. 


Tenbury & Distri t Shire Horse Co, Ltd. Rotherham & Masboro’ Picture’, Ltd. 
Daillers, Ltd. Ellenshaw Mill, Ltd. 

W. Furst & Co, Ltd. M. H. Redhead & Co, Ltd. 

Molesey Hurst Golf Club, Ltd. Pioneer Steam Fishing Co, Ltd. 
Merevale Shipping Co, Ltd. Etna Colliery Co, Ltd. 

Temple & Sutcliffe, Ltd. 


Reeves, Smith & Co, Ltd. 

Puno Mines Syndicate, Ltd. 

James Skinner, Ltd. 

County Sauce and Pickle Co, Ltd. 
Vio Plantations, Ltd. 

Whitefriar Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 
J. W. Wray & Co, Ltd. 

Kingston Coffee Tavern Co, Ltd. 
Beonomisers, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar 14. 
@. Cambi, Ltd. Cayo Line, Ltd. 
Cardiff Allotment ahd Small Holders, Ltd. John Wilson, Ltd. 
Rutland Cinemas, Ltd. Erith War Employees Catering Co, Ltd. 
Cuban Steamship Co, Ltd. English Glass Works, Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 10. 
OPPENHEIMER, KENNETH WILLIAM, The Meadows, Sidney rd, Walton-on-Thames 
April 10 Grenfell v Evans, Eve J Simmons, 74, Cheapside, E.C. 
PHILPs, FRANCIS JonN, The Gables, Potters Par, Middlesex April 10 Geoghegan v 
Philps, Judge in Chambers, Room No. 267, Royal Courts Burraclough, Gray's inn sq 
Vick, JoHN Henry, Lynficld, Knighton rd, Leicester, Tea Merchant April? Vicev 
Vice, Younger J Hulwe, Leicester 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 14. 


PERRY. WILLIAM ALEXANDER, Trouville rd, Clapham Park, and Tarnst, Elephant and 
Caatle April 12 Jobson v. Perry, Peterson, J. Jobsen, Temple gdns 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 17. 
BENNETT, WILLIAM, Hertford pl, Coventry, Theatre Proprietor April 28 Sprague v. 
Bennett and Others, Astbury, J. King, Wigg & Brightman, Queen Victoria st 
Evans, GrorGE, Elson ter, Ellesmere, “alop May 8 Evans v. Evans, Nevi le and 
Astbury, JJ. Eccleston, Dodington, Whitchurch, Salop 

MACARTNEY, JOHN FRANCIS, Malta, Electrical Engineer May 10 Macfarlane v. 
Macartney and Others, Neville,J. Johneon, Austin Friars 

Pru, JAMES NorRIs, senr.,“The Mansion House,” Staines, Wholesale Stationer April 
8 Malkin v. Pimm, Neville, J. Snell, George st, Mansion House 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
LAST Day OF CLAIMS. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 7. 


BAGSHAWE, JANE, Bath April8 Adam & Co, Bath 
KRER, GEORGE JEFFREY, St Gabriel's rd, Willesden April1l Laytons, Budge row 
BENSON, ALFRED, Hunslet, Leeds, Carting Agent Mar22 Scott & Turnbull, Leeds 
BESWICK, S\RaH, Blackburn Aprill0 Eastwood, Blackburn 
BROWNE ISABELLA JULIA, Leamington, Warwick April 10 Wright & Co, Leamington 
BuTcugER, MARY, Heathfield, Sussex Mar 24 Gower, Tunbridge Wells 
CARRUTHERS, JANE, High Heskett, Cumberland Mar25 Blackburn & Main, Carlisle 
CLARK, MARIA, Sheffield April 13 Auty & Sons, Sheffleld 
COPELAND, ARTHUR GKORGE, Didsbury, Manchester April 20 Milne & Co, Manchester 
DENISON, GERALD EVELYN HENRY, Belgraverd Mar20 Curtis & Collier, Regent st 
LENT, Major WILFRID Harry, late of His Majesty’s Army April 15 Martineau & 
Reid, Raymond bidgs 
EWART, JAMES ARCHIBALD, O]d Queen st, Westminster, Contractor May1 Greenall & 
Co, Warrington 
FARRAR, JAMES FLEMING, Blackpool, Glass Me-chant April15 Farrar, Halifax 
GILL, JOHN EDWARD, Stanningley, Yorks April 6 Wilson, Leeds 
GRaCE, WILLIAM GILBERT, Eltham, Kent april 29 Townsend and Watson, Stockton 
on Tees 
HAILSTONE, Rev WILLIAM GEORGE, Read ng Aprill5 Ratcliffe, Reading 
HARBISON, GRACE JAMESINA, Southwick, Sunderland April 3 Dobinson, Sunderland 
HIRST, REGINALD, Kirkburton, nr Huddersfield, Wool Merchant April 28 Mills & Co, 
Hudder: field 
HvuTCHINSON, LyDIA, Cullercoats, Nirthumberland April10 Molineux & Sinton, New- 
castle upon Tyne 
——_ Joun, Ashton on Mersey, Chester, Photographer Mar 81 Taylor & Co, Man- 
chester 
JEFFCOATT, TOM, Montpelier rd, Ealing April 12 Martin, Coventry 
JOHNSTONE, REGINALD Fitzroy Lewis, Edinburgh April 8 Williams & James, 
Norfolk House, Thames Embankment 
JONES, EDWARD HENRY, Spencer av, Bow.s Park, Middix April 3 Osmond, South sq 
Gray's inn 
LAWSON, JOHN, Harrogate April 15 Booth & Co, Leeds 
LIstER, EMMA Lovisa, Heath st, Hampstead Aprill Hunter & Haynes, New sq 
LULHAM, FREDERICK GEORGE, St Leonards on Sea April 15 Chalinder & Co, 
Hastings 
McCLOUGHIN, KENELM ReExEs, Whitehall May 15 Lawrence & Mavro, King's 
Bench walk 
MERCER, THOMAS, Bristol,Coppersmith Mar 31 Strickland & Co, Bristol 
MERCIK, ANNE, Meeru, Upper Provinces, East India April 3 Maddison & Co," Old 
Jewry 
MERTON, ZACHARY, Reading April4 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 
PEACHEY, MARIA, Soham, Cambridge Mar 14 Bye & Ennion, Soham 
PEARSON, MATILDA, Holmesfield, Derby April 10 Russell, Sheffield 
PETTITT, ANNETTB ELiIzaA, Goldhawk rd, Hammersmith Aprill4 Mote & Scn, Gray's 
inn sq 
ee Liandebie, Carmarthenshire, Ironmonger April 4 Williams, 
Jandilo 
ROPER, HARRY BALLS, Liverpool May1l Hill & Co, ey ~ 
SIMMONDS, ROSALIE, Streatley, Berks Aprill6 Treherne & Co, Bloomsbury 
STANBOROUGH, WALTER THeMAS late a Sec Lieut, 2nd Batt, South Wales Borderers 
Aprill Miller, Portsmouth 
STEVENS, POLOGNE CAROLINE MARY, Shaftesbury av Aprilll Smith & Co, John st, 
Bedford row 
TAYLOR JOHN, Ilkley, Yorks Mar 29 Scott & Turnbull, Leeds 
THOMs, Lucy MARIA, Kingston upon Hull Aprill Wells, Stokesley, Yorks 
ene wa Newark upon Trent, Notts April2 Hodgkinson & Beevor, Newark 
on Trent 
TUDOR, JOHN, Brecon Mayl Yorath & Jones, Cardiff 
WALKDEN, SAMUEL, Clayton le Moors, Lancs, Cotton Manufacturer AprillS Britcliffe 
& Son, Accrington 
WEBBER, WILLIAM, Norwich, Bookseller April15 Blyth, Norwich 
Woop, WILLIAM, Longsight, Manchester, Cashier Mar 24 Smith & Sons, Hyde 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 10. 


AGNEW, CHARLES SWAIN, Southport April 22 Sale & Co, Manchester 
ANGUS, GeorGE, Hove Sussex Mar3l Trangmar, Hove 
ATKINSON, ELIZABETH JANE, St Leonards on Sea April7 Maddison & Co, Old Jew 
—— ADA MARY, Clifton villas, Maida Hill April15 Robins & Co, tineciats [en 
as 
BAYLEY, CHARLOTTE MARY SOPHIA, Reading Mar 25 Bliss & Sons, High Wycombe 
BROWNE, H&NRY, Shotesham, Norfoik, Estate Agent Aprilll Hall, Brockley rd 
BRUNTON, MARY WHyTE, The Grove, Hampstead April18 Howard & Shelton, Lincoln 
House, ore st 
BURCH, JANE KITCHEN, Leamington Mhy8 Wilkins & Toy, Chipping Norton 
CLARK, MARY ANN, Birmingham Mar’7 Rankin & Miller, West Bromwich 
CLOUGH, THOMAS, Ashton uoder Lyne, Wine Seller Aprillu Whitworth, Ashton under 
yne 
COLLINSON, MARGARET, Bilsborrow, nr Preston April7 Craven & Son, Preston 
DALLING, JESSIE, Kingston upon Hull April6é Woodhouse & Chambers, Hull 
DICKSON, JOHN ALEXANDER, Bishop Auckland, Travelling: Draper Mar 31 Booth, 
Bishop Auckland 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGATE sSTERIZT, Lomprvowm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation, 
Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
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Dowss, WILLIAM Jawes. Brad‘ord April 10 Freeman, Bradford 

DunBak, Sir CHARLES GornpoN COMMING, Bart, Ramsgate April 6 
Broad at 

EppIson, ANNA PAULINA, Adel, nr Leeds April22 Nelson & Co, Leeds 

FARMER, JAMES GeoRGE, Nottingham Aprill5 Wells & Hiad, Nottingham 

FARROW, KATHERINE, Leeds Aprill10 Service, Sunderiand 

FLACK, ALFRED, Buckhurst Hill, Eesex April 14 Hulbert & Co, Broad Street bidgs 

Forpyog, Jou, Marlowes, Hemel Hempstead, Herts Mayl Grange & Wintringham, 
Great Grimsby 

Forrest, WItLtAM, Wootham Ferris, nr Ch:Imeford, Essex April 7 
Cannon st 

Fraser, ANNIR JeEMINA, Argyle ri, West Ealing April 14 White & Leonard, 
bidgs, Ludgate cir 

Gupax, CEcIL BERTIZ, Twickenham Mar 31 Withers & Co, Arundel st, Strand 

GRABAM, Josern, Upperby, nr Carlisle, Cumberland April 15 Dewes, Tamworth 

GRENSIDE. MARY, Bournemouth April 5 Horwood & James, Aylesbury, Bucks 

HALL, Henry, Stoke Ferry, Norfolk Farmer April 10 Mellor, Downham Market, 

orfolk 

HARRIS, SARAH ANNI, Fulhamrd April 20 Moulder, Old Jewry 

HEPBURN-STUART-FORBES-TRervsis, Hon JoH® FREDERICK, Courtfleld rd 
Frere & Co, Lincoln's inn flelds 

HERITAGE, FREDERICK, Eastbourne April2 

Hewitt, Hararet Barrren, Hove, Sussex 


Holborn 
Hitt, Henry Eoan, Park mans, Knightabridge 
R T & H Campion, Exeter 


borne in 
Hrrt, Mart ANN, Exeter April 25 
HOLLAND, HARRY DAWwBER, Pemberton, Wigan, Architect Apr.17 
n 
Hooper, FANNY, Poole, Dorset April5 Horwood & James, Aylesbury, Bucks 
Howarp, Epmonp, Hali‘ax, Engineer April 11 Hirst & Co, Halifax 
JARVIS, FREDERICA GeorGINA, Thornton av, Chiswick April 1 
Dover 
Jones, THOMAS EDWARDS, Ipswich Aprill2 Birkett & Co, Ipswich 
KELLY, WILLIAM PATRICR, Harrogate Aprill7 Brett & Co, Manchester 
Kirk, Groros, Cariton, Nottinsham, Draper Mar 31 Marriott, Nottingham 
KOuLER, JOHANNA, High rd, Willesden Green April 6 Parry & Gibson, Lincoln's 
inn flelds 
LACKINGTON, Besser, Wallington, 
William st 
LEADBEATER, WILLIAM, Muc 
Liverpool 
LONDON, REUBEN, Farrance st, Stepney, Clothing Manufacturer 
Co, Bishopagate 
LORD, SARAH, Littleborongh, Lancs April 12 Melesworth & Son, Rochdale 
MacDONALD, HENRIETTA STEWART, Liverpool April8 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 
MASTERS, JOHN LILLY, Yeovil, Somerset April 17 Marsh & Warry, Yeovil 
April 15 


Reeves & Co, O11 


Jackson & Son, 


Vank 


April 10 


Foss & Son, Lombard ct 
April 19 G &@ Keith, Southampton st, 


April 7 Williamson & Co, Sher- 


Wilson & Bullovugh 


Lewis & Pain, 


Surrey April 10 Melicws & Mellows, King 


Woolton, Lancs, Joiner Mar 24 Quilliam & Son, 


April 15 Winisor & 


MAY, CLARA, Bristol April16 Hatchley, Bristol 

MORLEY, Lrpta Any, Upper Clapton rd, Upper Clapton 
Dock House Billiter st 

MORRISON, MARY JANE, West Jesmond, Neweistle upon Tyne Aprii7 
brough 

MOSLEY, Sir OSWALD, Bart, Rolleston Hall, nr Burton on Trent May 1 
The Sanctuary, Westminster 

MvUNsLow, JonN, Cound, Salop, Farmer April!7 Hughes & Son, Shrewsb iry 

MUSGRAVE, JAMES CROSS, Bury, Lancs April 10 Pickstone, Radcliffe, Lancs 

NEWMAN, EDWARD, Woking April 17 Collins & Collins, King William st 

OnmMesy, Rev EDWIN Ropert, Hartlepool April 30 Bell & Smith, West Hartle peu! 

PaInk, HENRY, Amesbury av, Streathan Hill April l7 Ody & Wilmot, Denmark hill 
Camberwell Green 

PALLIS#R, RACHEI, ISABELLA, Leeds April 24 Harland & Plackett, Leeds 

PARNZLL, Henry TupoR, Lincoln's inn, Barrister at Law April 30 Plaice & Cross, 
Clement's tnn 

PATTISON, JOHN “HEARER, Great Crosby, nr Liverpool, 
Alsop & Co, Liverpool 

PRARMAIN, ELIZA, Southend on Sea April 10 Freeman, Eldon st 

Pirts, SARAH, Bradford Aprillé Wright & Co, Bradford 

PROCTER, JOPLIN, Sunderland Mar3l1 Burnicle & Morton, Sunderland 

REYNELL, Re, GEORGE CAREW, West Cromwell rd, Kensington April 10 
Gray’ + ‘inn pi 

RICK, SAMUEL ALBE‘T EDWARD, Upper Park pl, Regent's Park, Licensed Victualler 
April 12 Child & Child, Sloane st 

RICHARDSON, WALTER Farrrax, late of His Majesty's East Lancashire Regiment 
April 12 Greenip & Co, George st, Mansion H. use 

Ripives, JAMES, Dukinfield,Chester April3 Gruody, Manchester 

SHRIVELL, ELLEN. Brighton April 29 Upperton & Bacon, Brivhton 

— — XAVIER, Merthyr Tydfil, Pawnbroker April29 Lewis & Co, Merthyr 

ye 
SMITH, DAVID, Eastville, Bristol 
STANSALL, ELIZABETH, Newark, Notts 


Gellatly & Sons, 
Dawes, Middles- 


Kirby & Co, 


Marine Engineer April 24 


Denton & Co, 


June10 Gwynn & Co, Bristol 

April6 Hodgkinson & Beevor, 
nt 

STANTON, Louisa, Hilldroprd, Camdenrd, Holloway April 10 Pax n, Norfolk st, 

Strand 

Stoner, CLARA, Brighouse Aprill Chambers & Chambers, Brighouse 

STROTHER, MARY JANE, Calyton, Yerks Mar25 Atkins n, Shipley 

SUTHERLAND, HERBERT MouBRAY, Bina gdns, South Kensington April 6 
m, Frederick's pl, Old Jewry 

TANNAR, MARY, Ilford, Essex April 10 


Tathams & 


Tatham & Co, Queen Victoria st 











Newark on | 





TAYLOR, WILLIAM, Leominster April 30 Marston & Sons, Ludlow 

THORNTON, ANNIE Etiza, Leeds Aprill0 Farrar & Co, Bradford 

THORNTON, JOHN EDWARD, Bolton April10 Farrar & Co, Bridford 

THURSTON, HENRY PENROSE, Stapleton Hall rd, Stroud Green April 15 Gellatly & Son, 
Dock House, Billiter st 

Toye, Grorce Tuomas, Brighton April10 Wedlake & Co, London and South Western 
Bank chnbre, Finsbury Park 

WILL IAMSON, Rosa Mari, Liandudne April 8 Chamberlain & Johnson, Liandudno 

WIsE, ALBERT JOSEPH, Bristol — 18 Gwynn & Co, Bristol 

WOLFENDEN, CHARLOTTE, Sefton Park, Liverpool Mar 30 Morecroft & Co, Liverpool 

Woop, GRORGE STANLEY, Cheadle, Chester ay 2 Bedell & Driver, Manchester 


Craw- 


Kent, Professor of Music 


April 10 Beckingsale 


April 15 Discombe & 
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Son 
BEESLEY, WILLUAM THOMAS, JP, Whitton Park, Middix April 17 
Bort, ELIZABETH MILDRED, Cheltenham A Radcliffes & Hood, Craven st 
BRANSTON, ELIZABErH, Newark-upon-Trent April9 Hodgkinson & Beevor, Newark- 
BUTLER, Henry, Sutton Coldfield April29 J & E Cotterell, Walsall 
OOSTAIN, ROBERT, Stockport, Chester April 20 Minor & Co, Manchester 
DEAN, Kopert, Kew, Surrey, L'censed Victualler A 
urt, Surrey April 14 
EDWARDS, CHARLES, Eltham, 
GASCOIGNE, JosEPH, Hemsworth, Yorks, Boot Dealer April18 Scholefivid & Schole- 
GoveH, Georce WILLIAM BLANTHORNE, Shrewsbury Mar 25 Dean & Espley, Welling- 
HAMMOND, WILLIAM, Estrebam rd, Streathsm 
Ravenscroft & Co, John st, Bed!ord 
row 
Apostle 
Aprili2 Bell, Surbiten 
LeACH, JouN, Heywood, Lancs April25 Ascroit & Co, \idham 
LIGHT, JABRZ, Croydon 
MANIN, DE HAMEL DE, ANNA, Comtesse, Brighton April19 Speed, Sackvile st 
MoCAULBY, CHARLES, Clacton-on-sea, Mar 28 Prior, Colchester 
NeLSON, CHARLES'CxorL, York April15 Harrowell, York 
Nixey, Lucy, Invernagdns, Kensington Apri!8 Pontifex & Co, St Andrew st, Holborn 
RALPH, THOMAS ROBERT, Sutton, Coldfield May 1 T.unton & Whitfield, Bir 
ROBERTS, MARY ANN,'Exeter Mar25 James & Snow, Exeter 
Great Marlborough st 
STEVENS, SILasS WILLIAM, Southampton Aprill0 Ensor, Southampto: 
Gadsden & 
TAYLOR, ELIZABETH ANN, Great Horton, Bradford — 12 Freeman, Bradford 


ALLEN, k MMA, St Leonards-on-Sea April 30 Rogers & Co, yy—. at 
BATESON, SARAH, Far Headingley, Leeds April 20 Calvert & , Leeds 
Ward & Co, Grace. 
church st 
BEYERLKY, Henry, Watford, Herts April 29 ~~ & Co, Old Broad st 
28 
BLIGH, ~ 1 Hon Lady ISABEL MARY FRANCES, West Malling, Kent April 17 
ley & Co, Dean's yd, Westminster 
on-Trent 
Burt, Mary Borp, Yeovil April29 Newman & Co, Yeovil 
CLAUGHTON, JANE ISABELLA, Guiseley, Yorks Mar 31. Croft, Wakefield 
CosTAIN, MARY, Stockport, Chester April20 Minor & Co, Manchester 
CRAMMOND, EDWARD, Richborough rd, Cricklewood, Solicitor April18 Brown, Birkbeck 
chmbrs, Holb rn 
i115 Doyle & Co, Bedford row 
ELLENBOROUGH, Rt Hon EDWARD Downgs, Baron, Windlesham 
Trower & Co, New aq 
April 11 Eagleton & Song, 
Chancery !n 
GARBUTT, RALPH, Marske in Cleveland, Yorks April 19 Buchannan & Son, Whitby 
fiel ', Hemsworth, nr Wakefield 
GILLIAT, Kev EDWARD, Bathampton. Bath Apr126 Bonus, St Helen's pl 
ton, Salop 
Hain, Capt Epwarp, York bldgs, Adelphi May 30 Rivers & Milne, Graceeburch st 
ar25 Farber & Son,Gray’s Ino ag 
Has.Lop, JOHN ANDREW JONES, Mercers rd, Holloway April20 Mote & Son, Gray's Inn 
aq 
HINoKs, ELIZABETH, Le'gh Woods, Somerset April 20 Brittan & Co, Bristol 
Hutt, FRANciIs Ropes, Harting, Sussex April 12 
JAMES, WILLIAM, Abersychan, Mon, Grocer May 15 Bythway & Son, Pontypool 
KNEE, ELIZABETH SUSAN, Hockley, Essex April 1 Snow & Co, "Great St Thomas 
Lams, EpwWARD JouyN, Surbiton, Surrey 
LANG, SIMON, Felling on Tyne April8 Ord, Gateshead 
LEAVESLEY, HANNAB, Malmesbury ter, Canning Town, Essex 
& Co, Copthall av 
May1 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 
MACKENZIE, HARRY HARVEY MORELL, Wargrave, Berks April15 Roche & Co, Chnreh 
ct, Old Jewry 
MARKHAM, WILLIAM, Waltham, Lincoln, Farmer Mar3l1 Wilsxn & Co, Louth, Line 
MARTIN, GEORGE Muas, brghton May 20 Tibbitts, Liverpool 
MITCHELL, MATILDA, Wexford rd, Wandsworth Common April19 Trotter & Patteson, 
Victoria st 
NeWwooMBs, PHILLIP Henry, Newport, Mon, Corn Merchant 
Dawson, Newport, Mon 
cir 
PARSONS, PAMELA, Burnley April 20 Nowell & Co, Burnie 
mingham 
RAYNOR, GILBERT, Halifax, Builder Mayl Farrar, Halifex 
RUMMING, WILLIAM Jams, Brinkworth, Wilts April 10 Forrester & Co, Ny 
SANDERS, ‘JouN, Henshaw st, Walworth, Licensed Victualler April8 Robinson & 
Situ, ALAN FRANCIS BROADLEY, Workington Aprill4 Curwen, Workington 
SmirH, Henry, Macclesfield, Wood Carver April8 May & Son, —— 
ST0cK, 6. pt ArTHuR Boy, late Ayrshire Imperial Yeomanry April 15 
Pennefather, Bedford row 
(HORNE, Jane, Cardiff Aprill0 John & Evans, Cardi 
WARD, ORLANDO, Oldham, Estate Agent April18 Jackson & Son, Oldham 








Pet Mar7 Ord Mar7 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 10 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BootH, HENRY JAMES, Plymouth Plymouth Pet Mar 6 
Mar 6 STONE, JOHN (HARLES, Hurst Green, 


PEArcR, Enocn, 


er 1 Henry, Leeds, Leeds Pet Mar 7 
Ord Mar? 
COLLINS, EDGAR HOWARD, Parliament st, Rating Surveyor 
High Court Pet Feb10 Ord Mar 6 
ELSWORTH BROTHERS, Bournemouth, 
Pet Feb 24 Ord Mar 7 
FirntH, Loxs, Bradford 
Mars Ord Mars 
Foster, JAMES Hewky, Liverpool, Estate Agent 
pool Pet Feb 2% Ord Mar 6 
GARLAND, RONALD, Clanrica: de gdns, Kensington, Ladies’ | 
Tailor High Court Pet Feb 17 Ord Mar 8 
GODDARD, THOMAS FRaNcIs, Gracechurch st, Solicitor 
High.Court Pet Dec6 Ord Mar 8 | 
GoLpstons & Ce, Manchester, China and Glass Dealers 
1 Pet Febi8 Ord Maré 
, 'THomas, Rothiey, nr Leicester, Corn 
Leicester Pet Feb 19 Ord Maré 
HOLDING, EDWARD GroRGE DE WILDE, Northampton 
Architect Northampton Pet Maré Ord Maré 


Engineer Victualler Hastings 


Fruiterers Poole Mar 7 Ord Mar 7 
Dealer in Tea Bradford Pet 


Liver- 


Maré Ord Mar 6 
WHITRHAIR, STEPHEN 


Yet Mar? Ord 


Dealer | 


Hvuvson, WALTER, Bradford, Garage Proprietor Bradford 


McIver, ALEXANDER GUN 21 Hotel Proprietor 
Gloucester Pet Mar 8 yi 8 
MORGAN, FRANCOIS WILLIAM 
Stationer Bigh Court Bet 
Petherton, nr wry a Engine 
Driver Dudley Pet Mars’ Ord M 


Pet Febi6é Ord Mar 8 

TAPSON, HAROLD PERCIVAL, Lewes, Motor Proprietor 
lewes Pet Maré Ord Mar 6 

TAYLOR, JAMES, Heal y; Rochdale, Farmer Rochdale Pet 


THOMPSON, ERNEST, Spalding, Lincs, 
borough Pet Feb24 Ord Mar 6 
WALsHAW, JoserH, Cl.theroe, Clothier Blackburn Pet 


Davey, 
| Sadd'er Truro PetMar7 Ord Mar 7 
WILKINSON, ALBERT, Sheffield, Machine Worker Sheffie!d 


WINTER, ALFRED JAMES BARRAN, Kenilworth, Warwick- 
shire, Grocer Warwick Pet Maré Ord Maré 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


| COLLINS, Epcar Howarp, Parliament st, Rating Surveyor 
Mar 20at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


DAVENPORT, WILLIAM, | ma eg or Altrincham, Moter 
and Cycle Dealer Mar 17 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

ELSWORTH BROTHERS, Bournemouth, Fiuiterers Mar 21 at 
2.80 Dorchester chmbrs (first floor), Yelverton rd, 
Bournemouth 

GARLAND, RONALD, Clanricarde gdns, Kensington Ladies’ 
Tailor Mar 21 at 12 Ba kruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

GARRATT, THOMAS, Rishton, Lancs, Furniture Dealer 
Mar 2@atll Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

GODDARD, THOMAS FRANCIS, Gracechurch st, Soliciter 
Mar 20at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hrvew, THOMAS, Rothley, near Eeicester, Corn and Flour 
Dealer Mari7 at 3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Hupson, WALTER, Bradford, tor Marl? at 
11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bracford 

JONES, CYRIL GORDON, Smethwick, Staffs, Grocer Mar 17 
- . 30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 

irm 

aw -—y Lees, nr Oldham, Spinners’ Overlooker 
Mar 20 at 11.30 Off Ree, 13, Se Preston 

Massey, FRaxct Preston, Drysalter 30 at 12 Off 

Winckley st Preston 

menaas, 3 ANCIS WILLIAM, High st, St meeps Wood, 
Statio.er Mar 20at12 Bankruptcy — Carey st 

SANDWELL, RENNIE, oa . we eers’ Manager Mar 


®ati2 Crypt chmbrs, —— Sectnt Gast 
md <4 arket ener 


‘ar 
igh st, St John's Wood, 
ar 8 Ord Mars 


‘ca, Licensed 


Builder Peter- 


Camborne, Cornwall, 


SABJANTSON, THOMAS, bli 
Mar 21 at 12.30 10; 
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